


Blade Nzimande: no Lenin 


H eld last week in Rustenburg, the 
11th Congress of the South Afri¬ 
can Communist Party saw the 
leadership desperately trying to hold the 
fort against a rebellion from the rank and 
file. Ordinary members are up in arms 
against continued SACP backing for the 
African National Congress govern¬ 
ment’s Thatcherite programme of priva¬ 
tisation and cuts. 

Two leading SACP members of the 
ANC government were turfed off the 
party’s central committee and replaced 
with comrades from the trade union left, 
while president Thabo Mbeki wisely 
decided to stay away rather than deliver 
the fraternal address on behalf of the 
ANC. Mbeki claimed he had to attend a 
cabinet meeting, although there were 
SACP cabinet ministers in the hall at the 
time he was due to address congress. A 
“presidency source” was quoted as say¬ 
ing that Mbeki was not willing to “risk 
his political reputation and be ridiculed 
and booed” ( Johannesburg Star July 24). 

His fears were not without foundation, 
for his replacement, defence minister 
Mosiuoa Lekota, had the greatest of dif¬ 
ficulty in making himself heard. A large 
section of delegates sang: “ Makuliwe , 
uMbeki akafuni sithethathane” - 
“Mbeki won’t talk - we will fight.” It is 
traditional for speeches at party gather¬ 
ings to be interrupted by revolutionary 
songs, which are sometimes adapted to 
fit the occasion. Thus, last week, one 
popular refrain called for some leading 
party members to be “lashed” and oth¬ 
ers to be kicked out. 

General secretary Blade Nzimande, 
representing the conciliating centre of 
the party, claimed there was “no ideologi¬ 
cal gap” between what was contained in 
official policy documents before con¬ 
gress and what was heard on the floor. 
Nzimande said that media reports were 
detracting from the unity of the congress, 
and appealed to delegates not to act in a 
manner that confirmed such reports. 

However, SACP disunity is now so in¬ 
grained it can no longer be concealed. It 
arises from the searing contradiction that 
the party itself has become - on the one 
hand, its six government ministers are 
among the most loyal and reliable neo¬ 
liberal practitioners; on the other, the 
party dominates the Congress of South 
African Trade Unions - which called a 
general strike against the government’s 
accelerated privatisation programme for 
October 1-2 just two days before con¬ 
gress began. 

The party left concentrated its fire on 
three of the six ministers - although two 
others are also in the forefront of the 
government’s latest anti-working class 
drive. The prime target was Geraldine 
Fraser-Moleketi, who, as public services 
minister, is charged with holding down 
the wages of government employees 


and ensuring that strikes 
led by her Cosatu ‘com¬ 
rades’ to defend the con¬ 
ditions of public sector 
workers are defeated. 
Fraser-Moleketi - aware 
that a humiliating defeat 
was staring her in the face 
- did not seek re-election 
to the SACP central com¬ 
mittee. She apologised for 
her absence from con¬ 
gress, which, she ex¬ 
plained, was not intended 
as a snub - her presence 
was, after all, required in 
New York for an important 
meeting of the Committee 
of Experts on Public Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Two of her fellow government ‘experts’ 
did not have such foresight. Public en¬ 
terprises minister Jeff Radebe - who in 
March announced that the administra¬ 
tion’s programme of privatisation, for 
which he is responsible, would be 
speeded up - was voted off the central 
committee. Essop Pahad, Thabo 
Mbeki’s ‘enforcer’, who works in the 
president’s office, suffered the same fate. 

But trade and industry minister Alec 
Erwin - an obvious candidate for expul¬ 
sion, let alone demotion - along with wa¬ 
ter and forestry affairs minister Ronnie 
Kasrils - was re-elected. Kasrils just could 
not understand what the fuss was about: 
“If you are a communist and become a 
member of parliament under the ANC and 
you become a minister appointed by the 
president, you cannot expect that the MP 
or the minister is simply going to articu¬ 
late party policy.” No, not your sort of 
“communist”, comrade. 

The sixth SACP minister in the ANC- 
led government is no less a figure than 
Charles Nqakula, the party chair. 
Nqakula, as safety and security minister, 
is in charge of crime prevention and po¬ 
licing. Last month he led the chorus of 
condemnation - echoed by other ANC 
spokespersons and opposition Demo¬ 
cratic Alliance and New National Party 
politicians - directed at the militant tac¬ 
tics of members of the South African 
Municipal Workers Union, who were on 
strike for increased wages: “The govern¬ 
ment will not tolerate any action - such 
as the destruction of property, the 
trashing of streets and the intimidation 
of others by striking workers - that tram¬ 
ples on the rights of citizens.” Nqakula 
certainly knows which side of the class 
divide he is on: that day, a Samwu striker 
was shot in the stomach by an ‘intimi¬ 
dated’ scab in Cape Town. 

In the mn-up to congress Nqakula had 
been giving out contradictory signals as 
to whether he would be seeking re-elec¬ 
tion. National Union of Mineworkers 
general secretary Gwede Mantashe was 


nominated as a replacement chair, but she 
was persuaded to withdraw when 
Nqakula decided he would stand after all. 
In the end he was unopposed. Comrade 
Mantashe was elected to the central 
committee with 767 votes out of 832, 
while Cosatu president Willie Madisha, 
a consistent and outspoken left critic of 
the government, topped the poll with 790 
votes. 

Before congress Blade Nzimande had 
expressed support for Nqakula as a 
“popular choice for national chairman”, 
although he had been noticeably more 
reticent about Radebe and Pahad. He 
denied there was a mood in the party to 
punish members of the government. That 
would be “meaningless”, he said, since 
more than 80% of SACP elected officers 
were also part of the government machine 
at one level or another - in parliament or 
on provincial or local councils. 

This statistic says a lot about the post¬ 
apartheid SACP. Insisting that the main 
task for communists is to consolidate the 
“national democratic revolution” (NDR) 
which replaced apartheid, the SACP tops 
have openly supported class collabora¬ 
tion, whilst couching this practice in the 
language of revolutionary Marxism. 

This was admitted in the party quar¬ 
terly African Communist: “In many re¬ 
spects the last five years within SA have 
been marked by a strategic convergence 
between all forces committed to some 
kind of post-apartheid change in our 
country (ranging from the US state de¬ 
partment, big capital inside SA, through 
to the liberation movement). This strate¬ 
gic convergence has been useful (indeed 
crucial), in that it has given us breathing 
space to consolidate the victory over 
apartheid, and to isolate the most reac¬ 
tionary forces completely opposed to 
even limited democratisation and 
deracialisation” (2nd quarter, 1999). 

In this way the SACP leadership justi¬ 
fies its continued participation, along with 
Cosatu, not only in the ANC-led tripar¬ 
tite alliance, but in Mbeki’s Thatcherite 


administration. The 
SACP may occasionally 
bleat its opposition to 
the effective abandon¬ 
ment of the social demo¬ 
cratic ‘reconstruction 
and development pro¬ 
gramme’ (1994), meekly 
protest at the ANC’s at¬ 
tacks on workers and 
wring its hands at soar¬ 
ing food prices and the 
continuing rise in unem¬ 
ployment (last week 
Mbeki attempted to 
blame the unemployed 
themselves, who, he 
said, do not have “the 
skills the economy 
needs”). But the SACP 
remains part of the administration which 
oversees this state of affairs - all in the 
name of “advancing, deepening and 
strengthening the NDR”. 

Not surprisingly, ANC leaders, as 
former comrades in the liberation strug¬ 
gle, have learnt to employ SACP-style 
jargon. Last year the ANC national ex¬ 
ecutive issued a briefing paper which 
accused unnamed communist and union 
leaders who opposed their neoliberal 
policies of a “counterrevolutionary plot”. 

In recent weeks there has been some 
controversy over an interview given by 
SACP deputy general secretary Jeremy 
Cronin, who represents the party’s right 
wing. Cronin complained about loyal 
ANC supporters like himself being 
sidelined by the “bureaucratisation of 
the struggle”, leading to the establish¬ 
ment of a Zimbabwe-like elite. 

ANC head of presidency Smuts 
Ngonyama reportedly told a media brief¬ 
ing that Cronin was “being unfaithful and 
spreading deliberate lies”, to which the 
SACP responded: “This unfortunate 
statement plays directly into the hands 
of capitalist media and other counter¬ 
revolutionary forces in our country, 
which are unhappy that the SACP has 
grown and consolidated since its 10th 
Congress.” 

In fact such forces are far from “un¬ 
happy” with the SACP’s role. True, the 
bourgeoisie and international capital 
would like to wish away the fighting tra¬ 
dition of the South African working class 
and its continued attachment to a party 
which calls itself communist, but the 
SACP’s role in dampening the masses’ 
revolutionary combativity should not be 
underestimated. If anything, the party 
enjoys the heartfelt, if unspoken, grati¬ 
tude of such forces. 

That is why talk of a counter-purge of 
the SACP at the ANC congress in De¬ 
cember is almost certainly misplaced. As 
The Guardian points out, “Mr Mbeki 
does not want to see the alliance fall apart, 
because that would probably lead to the 


formation of a rival party to the left of the 
ANC, where it is most vulnerable” (July 
25). Although after Lekota’s address to 
the SACP congress the rank and file took 
up another song daring the ANC to re¬ 
taliate by getting rid of SACP members 
from leading positions in its own organi¬ 
sation, Mbeki is unlikely to accept their 
challenge. 

However, the 11th Congress demon¬ 
strated once again that the current situ¬ 
ation is untenable for the SACP 
leadership. Not even the most naive 
member now believes that there is the 
remotest possibility of an apartheid 
comeback - the excuse implicit in the lead¬ 
ership’s NDR logic for holding back in 
the fight for workers’ interests. 

Sooner or later Nzimande will try and 
lead a carefully managed break from the 
ANC-led alliance or risk a damaging split 
outside his control. That would open up 
the possibility of an independent work¬ 
ing class organisation with a revolution¬ 
ary leadership - a nightmare for the 
present incumbents. A break led by 
Nzimande would seek to minimise the 
inevitable defections, especially at the 
top, and establish a more stable reform¬ 
ist party to the ANC’s left. 

It goes without saying that revolution¬ 
aries should aim to thwart the achieve¬ 
ment of such an outcome. An SACP 
forced to make the break by its left wing 
would be a very different organisation 
from one where the current leadership has 
effected an orderly departure. 

The SACP left, while more visible, re¬ 
mains largely unorganised and inarticu¬ 
late. Nostalgia for the common liberation 
fight under the ANC umbrella leads many 
to accept the party’s official attachment 
to a continuing and unbreakable alliance 
- the rebellion consciously limited itself 
to booting out the three SACP ministers 
responsible for implementing the most 
open anti-working class policies. Yet 
splitting the SACP first and foremost by 
expelling the right and right-centrist lead¬ 
ership must be the strategic aim of all 
genuine communists - this is the key that 
can open the way to winning over the 
mass of the working class to the leader¬ 
ship of a revolutionary party. 

It is astonishing then, in this period of 
crisis for the SACP, that the Socialist 
Workers Party’s sister organisation, 
Keep Left, after officially ‘disbanding’ in 
1999 in order to enter the SACP, turned 
on its heels and walked out after less 
than three years. Just as there was no 
open theorisation of this entryism, so 
there has been no public explanation, as 
far as I am aware, of the reasons behind 
this latest about-turn. 

Our engagement with mass organisa¬ 
tions must be based on the strategic need 
of our class as a whole, not on recruiting 
to one’s own sect • 

Peter Manson 
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Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


Mud-slinging 

A brief response to Mark Fischer’s 
‘AWL divisions clear’ ( Weekly Worker 

July 18). 

Are there divisions in the Alliance for 
Workers' Liberty committees over the 
Socialist Alliance? I’m not aware of any 
politically significant ones. If there were 
divisions, the CPGB would have heard 
them expressed at our recent conference 
(which the CPGB attended), they would 
have been debated at our recent school 
(ditto), and the CPGB would have read 
about them in our documents and in our 
press. 

Political people assess political divi¬ 
sions through political documents, 
speeches, etc. They do not assume, as 
Mark Fischer seems to, that political di¬ 
visions exist according to some sort of 
plan he has in his head. And he should 
not try to work out political lines by at¬ 
tempting to sort out the AWL into dif¬ 
ferent personality types (the so-called 
“economists” in the AWL are, appar¬ 
ently, rude; but people closer to the 
CPGB's positions are typically more 
pleasant). Putting this sort of speculation 
into print - assertions not based on docu¬ 
ments or political statements - amounts 
to mud-slinging. 

There’s a nice example of Mark’s 
method in his article. He objects to me 
referring to a leader of the Socialist Work¬ 
ers Party as a “sectarian pig” (in a private 
conversation we had at our Ideas for 
Freedom event). What do I mean by this? 
Do I think this SWPer is an unpleasant 
man? I don’t know, and frankly I don’t 
care much either. I can perfectly well be¬ 
lieve he is kind to animals and picks up 
Utter - but his personal manners are not 
what’s at issue. 

No, what I mean is this: the SWP lead¬ 
ers - the whole group of them - are re¬ 
sponsible for the SWP’s sterile, 
repressive internal regime, they have 
chopped up many of their client groups 
across the world, and they take political 
responsibility for the SWP’s continuing 
sectarian orientation to the labour move¬ 
ment. 

Just because the SWP have made a 
turn to the Socialist Alliance and find it 
convenient and expedient to chat to 
members of the CPGB doesn’t mean ah 
this has changed. They might wave and 


This column has often extolled the vir¬ 
tue s of supporting your paper 
through regular standing order con¬ 
tributions, and underhned their impor¬ 
tance for the continued smooth 
running of the Weekly Worker. 

Pleasingly, more and more com¬ 
rades are deciding to help us in this 
way. Take comrade BP, for instance. 
Though not a “100% endorser” of our 
‘What we fight for' column, he views 
the Weekly Worker as “one of the 
most important pubhcations available 
today”. It is hard to disagree. As new 
developments present new chal¬ 
lenges - eg, the formation of the Eu¬ 
ropean Social Forum - where else will 
you find a comprehensive coverage 
alongside a partisan commitment to 
deepening left unity and advancing 
the cause of human liberation? 

Of course, while SO donations 
are welcome, that does not devalue 
the contribution of our more infre¬ 
quent, but no less generous, donors 


smile at Mark at Marxism, but they’re still 
the same people who force him to sell his 
paper outside in the rain. Of course it is 
true that organisations can change. 
Sometimes these transformations are 
radical. But we need to guard against 
wish-driven hopes replacing the under¬ 
lying, continuing (and less pleasant) re¬ 
alities. 

So a little less concentration on person¬ 
alities and superficialities, please, and a 
little more on verified political reality and 
facts. 

Mark Osborn 

AWL 

Gaza massacre 

The Workers International Vanguard 
League condemns in the strongest pos¬ 
sible terms the massacre of Tuesday July 
23 in Gaza city by Israeli forces. 

The imperialist forces and principally 
US monopoly capital and their state must 
take political responsibility for this mas¬ 
sacre. They and the capitalist media have 
always criticised resistance from the 
working class as being the ‘ends justi¬ 
fies the means’ and undemocratic. Yet 
they reserve for themselves the right to 
execute at will to justify their supreme 
domination of the world. This is hypoc¬ 
risy of the highest order. They are say¬ 
ing that all forms of terrorism are 
unjustified except if imperialism and its 
forces perpetrate this. This is the essence 
of monopoly capital’s ‘war on terrorism’. 

This inhuman act comes hard on the 
heels of the United Nations decision to 
extend blanket amnesty to any US mili¬ 
tary force acting anywhere in the world. 
This decision shows the true role of the 
United Nations. The security council 
decision was unanimous, which shows 
that the real role of the UN is to ensure 
the complete subjugation of the world 
working classes to the forces of imperi¬ 
alism/monopoly capital. Massacre after 
massacre occurs in Palestine and the UN 
sits with folded amts. The logical result 
of the World Court’s refusal to try Sharon 
has directly led to more and more massa¬ 
cres. This latest massacre lies fully at the 
doors of the World Court and the UN. 
They have blood on their hands. This 
exposes the fallacy of calling for UN 
troops to enter the area to secure ‘peace’. 
Such troops would only be extensions 
of world imperialism and would in no way 
defend the interests of the Palestinian 
people. 

Through the killing of the innocent, the 


who send cheques in week after 
week. Amongst the latest are com¬ 
rades PD (£30), LS (£20) and RE 
(£10). This week’s £60 means that 
we have ended July with only £225 
- exactly half of our £450 monthly 
target. A serious shortfall by any 
standards. 

Given that, comrades must resist 
the temptation to rest on their laurels 
during our absence for the next two 
weeks. Rather they should intensify 
their efforts. Absence, it is said, 
makes the heart grow fonder. Let's 
hope that this is true. We simply can¬ 
not afford for comrades to forget their 
paper. 

So remind me of your fondness for 
the Weekly Worker by helping us 
make up for July’s deficit with a 
bumper August postbag • 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to 
Weekly Worker 


Israeli state, US imperialism and the UN 
show contempt for the lives of the poor 
and the working class in general. In all 
wars waged by the capitalists, they use 
the working class and the poor as can¬ 
non fodder. Although we strongly disa¬ 
gree with the methods and aims of the 
Hamas, we condemn the execution of 
their military leader by the Israeli state. 
This execution is to fan the flames of in¬ 
ter-religious rivalry and to divert atten¬ 
tion away from the real enemy - US and 
world imperialism-capitalism. 

It is for the working class to deal with 
the Hamas leadership and their anti¬ 
worker methods. The working class and 
fellow poor should have no part of the 
quarrel between Hamas and the Israeli 
state. Indeed we should turn our anger 
against both forces. The Hamas forces 
are misguided in that they indiscrimi¬ 
nately target the innocent, including 
workers and the poor, in the suicide 
bombings. Nationalist forces of Hamas 
or those of Zionism are but different sides 
of the same coin. Hamas rides on the 
back of the aspirations of the Palestin¬ 
ians, but for middle class interests. 
Hamas would accept capitalist interests 
on condition they accept the rule of an 
islamic government. Zionism is the reac¬ 
tionary force of world imperialism in the 
Middle East. 

We call on working class forces eve¬ 
rywhere, the American working class - 
the British working class, the jewish and 
Arab working class, indeed all workers 
and fellow poor - to unite against Zionist 
reaction, the Israeli state, US and world 
imperialism and against the ways and 
methods of Hamas. 

WIVL 

South Africa 

Natives restless 

Gibraltar is living up to its name and may 
be a rock around Blair’s neck. The 
Gibraltarians have long suspected that 
they are pawns in a game of Eurochess, 
but even pawns can make decisive 
moves. 

Peter Caruana, the chief minister, has 
refused to attend talks where he could 
not participate fully and decisions would 
be made above his head. Hain claims 
publicly ‘not to understand’ his reasons 
but there can be no doubt that both he 
and Straw know full well. Caruana also 
held a protest march where 25,000 out of 
a population of 30,000 attended in sup¬ 
port of his position. The locals under¬ 
stand what eludes the foreign minister. 
The attempts to threaten the Gibraltarians 
into surrendering to the bullying from 
Spain seems to have failed and Hain and 
Straw’s dishonest suggestions that there 
is a ‘pensions scam’ have rebounded. 

Straw has announced that he is pre¬ 
pared to ‘share’ control of Gibraltar and 
even the naval base with Spain, although 
the ministry of defence may have differ¬ 
ent views and defence minister Geoff 
Hoon has already indicated that this is 
simply not viable. 

In the preamble of the Gibraltar consti¬ 
tution there is a guarantee that HM gov¬ 
ernment will not enter into any 
arrangements to transfer sovereignty 
contrary to the freely expressed wishes 
of the people of Gibraltar. So Caruana has 
called a referendum for October. Jack 
Straw is livid because he insists that the 
only referendum he will accept is one he 
calls. The fact that it’s the same people 
voting and the same people running it 
makes no difference - unless it produces 
the result he wants, it’s not democracy. 

The governor, a colonial relic, who is 
supposed to represent the people of Gi¬ 
braltar and is increasingly seen as the 
representative of the foreign and Com¬ 
monwealth office, has gone on holiday 
to avoid the very noisy but otherwise 
peaceful protests outside his residence 
by the Voice of Gibraltar group. They are 
raising more than their voice - with car 
horns, whistles and bells. The only way 
he will have peace is when the sellout is 


stopped. 

Although Straw states in parliament 
that ‘gunboat diplomacy’ is over and he 
will give away Gibraltar whatever its peo¬ 
ple think, in a clear example of double 
standards, Spain is not prepared to share 
an uninhabited rock a stone’s throw 
away from the Moroccan coast and sent 
in its gunboats, submarines, helicopters 
and the special forces to evict six Mo¬ 
roccans with a rowing boat. 

The victorious Spanish troops re¬ 
ceived as much media attention as the 
Falklands war, but thankfully nobody 
was killed - only the goats of Perejil, aka 
Leila, may have been frightened by all the 
fuss. 

In Gibraltar, however, the natives are 
still restless. 

Jim Watt 

Gibraltar 

Enduring Paine 

Please accept warm greetings and best 
wishes on behalf of the Thomas Paine 
National Historical Association. While 
doing a web-search for Thomas Paine- 
related sites, I happened upon the article 
in the Weekly Worker (April 18). 

First, congratulations on a really excel¬ 
lent survey of Paine and his life. The es¬ 
say is, in my personal opinion, one of the 
more accurate that I have encountered. 
Very exciting to see Paine handled in a 
fair, accurate and enthusiastic manner. 
The three are rarely found in combina¬ 
tion. 

Paine, however, did not die at his farm 
in New Rochelle, NY. Rather, he died in 
what is now Greenwich Village, NY at a 
location that is now Marie’s Crisis Cafe - 
on Grove Street, I think it is. That seems 
to be the only major factual error in the 
piece. 

Just parenthetically, I am always 
amused at the wide range of people that 
claim Paine as their own. A few examples: 

• Atheists: deeply revered and touted, 
although Paine himself was a deist. 

• Deists: he’s considered a founder. 

• Unitarian universalists: considered a 
founder and a virtual ‘saint’ or apostle 
of religious liberty. 


• Social security system: Paine's Agrar¬ 
ian justice is posted on their website as 
a founding document of the system. 

• Conservative Republicans: everyone 
from Reagan on down the line have 
quoted him and even the very staunch¬ 
est, hard-shell conservatives lionise 
Paine. 

• Libertarians: ditto. 

• Democrats: thoroughly convinced that 
they own him, rather than the Republi¬ 
cans. After all, they reason, we are the 
party of integration, education, civil 
rights, labour law. women's rights, animal 
rights, and all the many causes Paine 
espoused. 

• Communists: your site claims him as 
your “own”. 

It mns the gamut from ‘infidels’ to be¬ 
lievers and from fascists to communists 
and all points in between. There's hardly 
anyone that you can say that about, like 
you can Tom Paine. 

Ken Burchell 
www.tliomaspaine.org 

Historical 

materialism 

I want to take a moment to bring my 
website on historical materialism to your 
attention (http://groups.msn.com/ 
JasonSmithcom). I think it will be of con¬ 
siderable interest to you and your read¬ 
ers. 

The tab marked ‘Part I - the 
periodization of history’ - is a super short 
course bringing the overall view of hu¬ 
man prehistory and history to party 
members in a nutshell. Part II - the dialec¬ 
tics of history’ - covers the same ground, 
but deals in depth with: causality and 
process in sociocultural evolution in 
primitive communism; the servitude ep¬ 
och; the transitional stages between 
these two epochs; and finally the ament 
period of transitional stages we call so¬ 
cialism. 

Currently a large typescript is being 
scanned for purposes of printing in Janu¬ 
ary 2003.1 call it Capital volume 5. 

Jason Smith 

email 


Euro debate 

For Yorkshire and Humberside SA comrades, Sunday September 8, 2pm-5pm. 
Organised by Leeds Socialist Alliance. Entail matthewcaygill@aol.com for fur¬ 
ther details, including location and map. 

New Labour, stop the war 

National demonstration, Saturday September 28, London, ending in Trafalgar 
Square. On the eve of the Labour Party conference stop Bush and Blair's war. 
Against any attack on Iraq. 

Organised by Stop the War Coalition. Supported by CND. 

SA euro conference 

Socialist Alliance national conference on Europe, Saturday October 12, 11am. 
Registration from 10am. South Camden Community School, Chairington Street, 
London NW1 (nearest tube - Euston). £10 waged, £6 unwaged. Creche avail¬ 
able. 

Closing date for motions, emailed to office@sociahstalhance.net: August 31. 

Welsh Socialist Voice 

Paper of the Welsh Socialist Alliance. £6 for 12 issues, payable to WSV, PO 
Box 369, Cardiff, CF24 3WW. 


What Next? 

Issue 23 of the Marxist discussion journal What Next? is now online. Articles in¬ 
clude: Brian Green on the world economy; Bemie Moss and Werner Bonefeld on 
European Monetary Union; Alan Woodward on his experiences as a Socialist Alli¬ 
ance candidate; Mike Rooke on John Holloway’s Change the world without tak¬ 
ing power, Harry Ratner on Ted Grant’s History of British Trotskyism. 

Recent additions to our ‘Publications’ section include: Brian Green's Planning the 
Future and Bob Pitt’s The rise and fall of Gerry Healy. 

New ‘Socialist History’ section. The latest addition is Luis Araquistain’s account of 
the role of Stalinism in the Spanish Civil War. 

24 Georgiana Street, London NW1 OEA; whatnextmag@yahoo.co.uk; http:// 
mysite.freeserve.com/whatnext 

There will be no Weekly Worker for the next two weeks. 
The next issue will be published on Thursday August 22 


Fighting fund 

Fond hearts 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 



Hackney 


Foot challenge 


CPGB London seminars 

Seminars resume after Communist University: 

Sunday August 18, 5pnr - ‘The critical theory of Adomo and 
Habermas’, using Istvan Meszaros’s The power of ideology as 
a study guide. 


to New Labour 


Palestinian rights 

Protest on the steps of St Martin's in the Fields, Trafalgar Square, 
every Wednesday, from 5.30pm to 6.30pm. 

Immediate withdrawal of Israeli troops from the occupied terri¬ 
tories. For an independent Palestinian state with the same rights 
as Israel. For the right of both peoples to live in peace in their 
own territories. Condemn Israeli state terrorism, and islamic ter- 



Paul Foot: tribune 


H ackney Socialist Alliance has selected 
Paul Foot to stand as its candidate in 
the mayoral election to be held on 
October 17. 

Comrade Foot was the only nomination be¬ 
fore the members’ meeting of July 24, when 
the decision was taken. According to Mike 
Arrowsmith, our election agent, it had been 
almost impossible to find anybody willing to 
stand. Although Paul Foot himself could not 
be present, he was proposed by fellow So¬ 
cialist Workers Party member Diana Swingler 
and there was no opposition to his candida¬ 
ture. Indeed, as comrade Foot gained over 
20% of the vote in the local elections in May, 
he seems a very good choice. He is an out¬ 
standing campaigning journalist and has con¬ 
sistently championed all manner of democratic 
causes: he will be able to present an effective 
challenge to Jules Pipe, leader of the Hackney 
Labour Party and virulent Blairite. 

Pipe has been selected as the Labour can¬ 
didate after a split in the left vote in Hackney 
Labour Party. He is unpopular, both within the 
left wing of the local party and among many 
working class voters who have been victim 
of his policies. With Labour now a majority 
on the council, the election will serve as a ref¬ 
erendum on the party’s record since the May 
elections, as well as providing an important 
arena in which to take on the government. 

His selection was followed by a discussion 
on the campaign we should be running. For 
the CPGB I said that we needed to take the 
opportunity to put down roots both in the 
trade union movement and within working 
class areas. We needed to make good our 
commitment to be ‘different from the rest’ and 
follow up on the trade union conference that 
agreed to set up SA caucuses in the unions. 
Other contributors argued that we needed to 
make Palestine and the forthcoming war on 
Iraq central questions. In general it was agreed 
that we needed to use the opportunity to make 
ait impact nationally as well as locally. 

The call by SA national secretary Rob 


Hoveman for Socialist Alliances across the 
country to offer maximum support to the cam¬ 
paign is therefore welcome. Given the abys¬ 
mal results we have recently received in east 
London and Luton, it is important that real 
work is put in on the ground. The votes in 
Hackney in the local elections were good, but 
working class support cannot be taken for 
granted. It needs to be built on and made real. 

Although, like other branches, Hackney 
has been largely inactive since May, it now 
has an opportunity to take a lead in 


reinvigorating the S A. Hackney could provide 
a platform from which to pull together the 
many strands of opposition to Blairism and 
give a real voice to those opposed to the on¬ 
coming war. 

Socialist Workers Party members talked up 
the prospects for the SA to make a break¬ 
through in this election. What a pity, then, that 
we are lacking an essential tool in helping us 
to achieve our potential - a Socialist Alliance 
paper • 

Anne Me Shane 


rorism against Israeli civilians. 

Organised by Justice for the Palestinians. Supported by Alli¬ 
ance for Workers’ Liberty, Communist Party of Great Britain, 
Worker-communist Party of Iraq, International Federation of 
Iraqi Refugees, Worker-communist Party of Iran, International 
Federation of Iranian Refugees, International Campaign for a 
Referendum for Kurdistan. 

Music festival 

Saturday August 31, lpm-9pm, Tankerton Slopes (overlooking 
sea), Whitstable, Kent. No to privatisation, racism and war. 
Another world is possible. 

Help mobilise for the European Social Forum in Florence (No¬ 
vember 7-10). 

Main stage with bands, plus tent for jazz, acoustic and poetry, 
DJ tent, children’s play area with puppet shows, pebble paint¬ 
ing, etc. Plenty of stalls. 

Stalls welcome: traders and ‘wealthy’ campaigning groups £25. 
Small campaigning groups free. Call 07950 610257 to book stall 
and send details of your campaign for inclusion in festival pro¬ 
gramme. Donations welcome. 

Organised by Kent ESF mobilising committee. 

SA national council 

Saturday September 7,12 noon- 5pm, council chamber, Binning- 
ham city council. One voting delegate per local SA, with pooled 
fare. Observers welcome. 

Remember Larkin 

March and rally against fascism - 5th annual James Larkin com¬ 
memoration, Saturday September 7. Assemble 12 noon. Mount 
Pleasant, Liverpool. 

New Labour, stop the war 

National demonstration, Saturday September 28, London, end¬ 
ing in Trafalgar Square. On the eve of the Labour Party confer¬ 
ence stop Bush and Blair’s war. Against any attack on Iraq. 
Organised by Stop the War Coalition. Supported by CND. 

Communist history 

Communist History Network Newsletter Online - twice-yearly 
publication concerned with all aspects of current historical re¬ 
search into the life and work of communists and communist 
parties across the world. 

Latest issue available now. Includes features on ‘The CPGB and 
the national question in post-war Wales: the case of Idris Cox’; 
and ‘Hugh MacDiarmid: the poet and the Party’. 
http://lesl.man.ac.uk/chnn 


communist university 2002 

August 3 - August 10 ! * I v k i 


August 3 - August 

Brunei University, Uxbridge 
(just outside London) 
Metropolitan tube line 


■ I 


i 
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Speakers this year include: 

Marco Berlinguer Rifondazione Comunista 

Francois Rouleau Lutte Ouvriere 
Hillel Ticktin editor Critique 
Afif Safir PLO 
Jack Conrad CPGB 
Rob Hoveman SWP 
Bob Pitt editor What Next?, 

Liz Davies chair Socialist Alliance 
Marcus Strom SA nominating officer 
Matt Wrack Socialist Alliance and FBU 
Al Richardson editor Revolutionary History 
Mark Serwotka general secretary elect PCSU 
Sean Matgamna Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
Mejdi Kia Organisation of Revolutionary Workers of Iran 
Peter Manson editor, Weekly Worker 
Alan Thornett ISG 

All the certainties of the late 20th century appear to have vanished. The Soviet Union and voting Labour, the workers’ 
political revolution against Stalinism, linear social progress and the impossibility of European unity under capital¬ 
ism. Certainty has given way to uncertanity and complexity - political islam, the anti-capitalist movement, Le Pen and 
the Socialist Alliance. How should revolutionaries assess this situation? How can we overcome obselete divisions? 
Debate these and other issues with an exceptional range of diverse speakers from Britain, Europe and Asia. 

full week (incl. self-catering accomodation): £120/£80 unemployed and students 
first weekend (incl. one night’s accomodation): £30/£25 one day (sessions only): £10/£7 
Deposit: Send a cheque for £40 to the CPGB address to secure your place 



Artists against the War 

Postcards - 50p each. 

• artistsagainstthewar@hotmail.com 

• www.artistsagainstthewar.org.uk 

• wwwstopthewar.org 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available for you to include the Patty and 
the struggle for communism in your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group email 
rdgl20@hotmail.com 


CPGB CONTACTS 


main office: 

office@cpgb.org.uk 

weekly worker: 

weeklyworker@cpgb.org.uk 

Cambridgeshire: 

cambs@cpgb.org.uk 

hertfordshire: 

herts@cpgb.org.uk 

london,hackney: 

hackney@cpgb.org.uk 

london, brent: 

brent@cpgb.org.uk 


manchester: 

manchester@cpgb.org.uk 

northeast: 

northeast@cpgb.org.uk 

nottinghamshire: 

notts@cpgb.org.uk 

Scotland: 

scotland@cpgb.org.uk 

surrey: 

surrey@cpgb.org.uk 

wales: 

wales@cpgb.org.uk 


one session: £5/£3 


www.cpgb.org.uk/action 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


European Social Forum 

Mobilise, criticise 



Rob Hoveman: human need 


L ondon Socialist Alliance made a 
modest contribution to the mobili¬ 
sation for the European Social Fo¬ 
rum last week with its July 25 public meet¬ 
ing, ‘Anti-capitalism and the struggle for 
socialism’. Addressed by speakers from 
Rifondazione Comunista and Globalise 
Resistance as well as the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance, the meeting discussed the anti¬ 
capitalist movement and the role that 
socialists had to play within it. 

Speaking for Globalise Resistance, 
James O’Nions - who unfortunately 
seems to have picked up the public 
speaking mannerisms of Chris Bambery 
- gave an upbeat and breathless account 
of what it was like to be involved in anti¬ 
capitalist actions. He correctly stressed 
the importance of building for the ESF, 
but hammered away on the Socialist 
Workers Party’s current obsession with 
the need for a big anti-war demonstration 
in Florence. Otherwise the conference 
would “just be hot air”, said comrade 
O’Nions - as if meeting with left and pro¬ 
gressive activists from across Europe to 
discuss ideas of social change was al¬ 
most a waste of time without marching 
along the streets. His speech found its 
echo among SWP members, who ex¬ 
plained how a “big demo” would help 
keep up people’s “excitement”. The 16 
SWPers present all seemed to be quite 
excited enough. 

Andrew Vitale of Rifondazione gave a 
more sober and thoughtful analysis of 
the ESF and the anti-capitalist movement 
- the “people of Seattle”, as he put it. 
Putting this ‘movement’ into context, he 
said that the 1999 US demonstrations 
happened “after a period of defeat”. The 
great victory so far had been to “identify 
our enemy”. The ‘no-global’ movement, 
as it is known in Italy, has thrown up new 
forms of direct democracy, developed 
new coalitions. Comrade Vitale said that 
his party’s involvement represented a 
“radical refoundation of politics”. 


In describing the relationship between 
communists and ‘no-global’, comrade 
Vitale said that the party “should not act 
as its external conscience, but should 
build the movement as an end in itself’. 
From the floor, I questioned this formu¬ 
lation as being worryingly similar to 
Eduard Bernstein’s “the aim is nothing; 
the movement is everything”. 

However, comrade Vitale laid out clear 
aims for the European Social Forum, 


which are much more political than the 
SWP’s fuss about what should happen 
outside the conference venues. He said 
the three aims of the movement should 
be: to defend the gains of the working 
class across Europe; to oppose global 
war; and to develop a European citizen¬ 
ship movement from below. This comes 
from Rifondazione’s understanding of 
the ESF as a democratic united front 
against neoliberalism and war. 


However, there were some inconsist¬ 
encies in comrade Vitale’s speech. He said 
that the process of globalisation had 
“grown to its limits” and that this was the 
source of the “global civil war” which 
was developing. This seemed to me to 
be a semi-Luxemburgist analysis of the 
source of capitalist crisis. This position, 
which he did not clarify despite my re¬ 
quest, was augmented by his and Rifon- 
dazione’s emphasis on creating a “new 
European political subjectivity”. What is 
ambiguous from the Rifondazione com¬ 
rades is what form this should take in their 
opinion and just what relationship the 
party ought to have with the mass. 

Rob Hoveman, speaking for the So¬ 
cialist Alliance, expressed enthusiasm 
for the ESF and pointed to the strength 
of it being a coalition of broad forces. 
Within this forum, he said, socialists 
have a very important role to play - both 
in building the movement and in provid¬ 
ing answers. Comrade Hoveman said 
that the only consistent anti-capitalism 
was, after all, socialism - a system based 
on human need. He pointed to the re¬ 
cent drop in confidence in the markets, 
which showed the vulnerability of a 
system that now dared speak its name. 
Far from the post-Soviet era ushering in 
an end to imperialism, we had witnessed 
the consolidation of US power, but also, 
alongside it, forces capable of contest¬ 
ing that imperialism. 

With just over 30 comrades attending, 
the dialogue was generally positive, if 
somewhat rambling. Dave Wilson of the 
SWP pointed to the “smell of anti-capi¬ 
talism” in recent strikes and demonstra¬ 
tions in Britain. Mark Fischer of the CPGB 
emphasised this point, saying that while 
there was no palpable anti-capitalist 
movement in the UK, there was clearly a 
widespread sentiment which socialists 
and communists had an obligation to try 
to build. The mobilisation for the ESF is 
pail and parcel of this process. 


A disconcerting aspect of the discus¬ 
sion came from comrades who seemed 
to adopt die slogan, ‘Mobilise, don’t criti¬ 
cise’ - the idea diat all we had to do was 
to bring large numbers of people to¬ 
gether, and not engage with them criti¬ 
cally. There was also an overestimation 
of the strength of the ‘movement’ in Brit¬ 
ain. 

In die discussion around the democ¬ 
racy of the ESF, comrade Angela from 
Rifondazione defended the PRC’s deci¬ 
sion to support the banning of official 
paify delegations at the ESF. She seemed 
to be saying that tiiis was necessary in 
order to protect the democracy of the 
movement - but then went on to say that 
politics could not be divorced from the 
movement anyway. She also seemed to 
be saying that, as more ordinary people 
get tied into the capitalist system through 
home ownership, shares and pensions, 
they become somehow declassed and 
harder to mobilise. This semi -Marxism 
Today approach to the question of the 
changing nature of the working class is 
a worrying dieme emerging from sections 
of Rifondazione. 

Absent from the meeting were the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty and Work¬ 
ers Power. It was surprising that the WP 
comrades stayed away, as they have 
supposedly identified the ESF as a pri¬ 
ority - perhaps they are a little too pro¬ 
tective of their younger recruits being 
contaminated by the ideas of other or¬ 
ganisations. A few members of the In¬ 
ternational Socialist Group were present, 
however. 

The Socialist Alliance will be in Flor¬ 
ence and will be part of the debate around 
the way the European Social Forum 
should develop. While not all constitu¬ 
ent elements of the alliance will be push¬ 
ing in the same direction, we will all be 
trying to make the ESF a centre of strug¬ 
gle for socialist ideas • 

Marcus Strom 


Leeds 

Simplistic anti-imperialism and two states 


T wenty-five people turned up to the 
July 23 Leeds Socialist Alliance de¬ 
bate on Israel/ Palestine. I must admit to 
thinking at one stage that December 1 
had not happened due to the surprising 
but welcome visit of comrades from the 
Socialist Party, along with the absence 
of many of the usual Socialist Workers 
Party comrades. The Alliance for Work¬ 
ers’ Liberty and their contacts also 
turned out in larger numbers than usual. 

After we had dealt with our business 
we moved on to the debate. Clearly this 
had drawn people not normally regulars 
at Leeds SA. 

Phil Goodfield of SWP kicked off with 
a stinging attack on Zionism and the his¬ 
tory of the state of Israel. Comrade Good- 
field, a jew, clearly feels passionate about 
solidarity for the Palestinian cause and 
the injustices perpetrated by the Israeli 
state. For comrade Goodfield there is a 
clear link between the state of Israel and 
imperialism. Israel was “the creation of 
imperialism” and therefore one cannot 
argue for Israeli self-determination. Ac¬ 
cording to the comrade, to do so would 
be to back imperialism. 

The PLO’s willingness to acknowl¬ 
edge the state of Israel was a demonstra¬ 
tion of their weakness, he said - we must 
argue for a democratic, secular Palestine. 


To do anything else would be to fail the 
anti-imperialist struggle - a struggle that 
is taking place around the world and 
whose centre of resistance is the Pales¬ 
tinian uprising. Comrade Goodfield, al¬ 
though recognising the growing 
solidarity movement in Israel, argued that 
it still backed an Israeli state and he as¬ 
serted that the Israeli working class and 
progressive forces must be “broken from 
imperialism”. He did not elaborate on how 
this was to be done. 

Pat Murphy of the AWL was our sec¬ 
ond speaker. What he lacked in passion 
he made up for in analysis. He made it 
clear that the debate was not about 
whether one supported the Palestinian 
struggle or not, but was about how so¬ 
cialists should intervene in the solidar¬ 
ity movement and what politics they 
should argue for. Comrade Murphy then 
went straight onto the offensive against 
comrade Goodfield’s line. According to 
comrade Murphy, in classical Marxist 
analysis there were two positions on the 
rights of nations: firstly, there was the 
position espoused by Rosa Luxemburg 
that adopted a principled stand against 
nationalism - to the exclusion of any sup¬ 
port for struggles for self-determination; 
and, secondly, there was the position of 
Lenin who, whilst critiquing nationalism, 


was against national oppression and for 
the democratic right of nations to self- 
determination. 

Comrade Murphy argued that the 
SWP appears to introduce a new posi¬ 
tion that chooses which nations have the 
right to self-determination. It was not 
good enough to say because Israel was 
oppressing the Palestinians it had no right 
to exist. Does that mean that because the 
Iraqi state oppresses the Kurds it also 
has no right to exist? 

He also addressed comrade Good- 
field’s view of Zionism. Zionism was the 
result of anti-semitism and the failure of 
the European left to defeat Nazism. Zi¬ 
onism grew in popularity after the holo¬ 
caust and to equate Zionism with racism 
was simplistic and dangerous. The 
USA’s relationship with Israel was also 
more complex than comrade Goodfield al¬ 
lowed - Murphy argued that the primary 
reason for US support for Israel was the 
powerful jewish lobby in the US. The US 
did not initially provide support for Is¬ 
rael - in fact it was countries from the 
eastern bloc that initially aimed the Israeli 
state. Imperialism’s relationship with dif¬ 
ferent states often vacillates. 

For comrade Murphy socialists 
should be seeking to “drain the poison 
out of communal conflicts”. Our job was 


to think of rational strategies for advanc¬ 
ing the struggle for socialism, not to re¬ 
peat simplistic anti-imperialist propa¬ 
ganda. 

The two-states argument provides a 
slogan that can relate to all people in the 
area. It involves conciliation and compro¬ 
mise, but most importantly it is a slogan 
around which the Arab and Israeli work¬ 
ing class can unite. The issue is to build 
a position that can be developed as an 
independent socialist response - recog¬ 
nising the complexities of the issue rather 
than collapsing into an ideology of good¬ 
ies and baddies. He also made the ob¬ 
servation that proportionately the 
biggest and most impressive Palestine 
solidarity movement outside the Arab 
world is in Israel. 

When the discussion was opened up 
for contributions from the floor, a variety 
of viewpoints were expressed. Comrades 
from the Socialist Party and the SWP 
contributed, as did members of AWL and 
the Left Alliance. But it was some of the 
non-aligned comrades who clearly ex¬ 
pressed their struggle with what position 
should be developed by socialists. 
James Dean said he initially supported a 
two-states position but had changed his 
mind and made a reasoned defence of the 
singular, democratic, secular state argu¬ 


ment, saying that this was a view that had 
been agreed by the national council of 
the Socialist Alliance and could foim the 
basis of a position that he believed could 
win the Israeli working class. 

Jim Jackson stated that he was in his 
heart for comrade Goodfield, but felt that 
reality meant that a two-state solution 
might be the only way forward. In re¬ 
sponse to this I argued that Comrade 
Jackson was coming to a two-state po¬ 
sition from a place of defeatism: when 
comrades like the AWL and CPGB argue 
for two states they do so not out of de¬ 
featism, but out of wanting to develop a 
position that can provide a solution from 
below, a position in which the Arab and 
Israeli working class can be united and 
aid the furtherance of the struggle for 
socialism. It was important, I argued, to 
distinguish between a two-state position 
that came from above and as a result of 
defeatism (ie, Oslo) and one that arose in 
an attempt to raise class consciousness. 

The debate and discussion was held 
in a comradely spirit. As comrade Lesley 
Smallwood of the AWL pointed out at 
the end, the fact that we were all gath¬ 
ered in the room debating this issue was 
in itself an amazing advance for the left 
in comparison to recent history • 

Ray Gaston 
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RACISM 



Battleground for justice 


Blair’s Bradford witch-hunt 

Injury to one is injury to all 


T he authoritarian social programme 
of Tony Blair’s Labour government 
has in the past few months given 
rise to a scandalous legal and judicial 
witch-hunt against militant Asian and 
muslim youth in the north of England. 

In the summer of2001, in the run-up to 
and the immediate aftermath of the gen¬ 
eral election, the far-right British National 
Party engaged in a series of high-profile 
interventions in a number of northern 
towns and cities. Seeking to feed off the 
despair that has grown up over years of 
impoverishment and working class de¬ 
feat, the BNP threw fuel on the flames of 
an already extremely tense situation. Due 
to the near-total collapse of many of the 
old manufacturing industries that were 
once the livelihood of many of these 
towns, and being bypassed by most of 
the economic growth in ‘services’ that 
has led to periodic economic booms in 
the south of the country, white and eth¬ 
nic minority working class communities 
have often been set at each other’s 
throats in the north in competition for 
resources. 

Such events as September 11 and the 
declaration of the ‘war against terrorism' 
have stoked up popular antipathy to 
muslims; the advances of the far right in 
Europe have further given Blair and Blun- 
kett an incentive to push ‘toughness’ 
against immigrants, which despite their 
disavowal of any ‘anti-muslim’ agenda 
(quite consistent with their liberal anti¬ 
racist ideology, by the way), only feeds 
popular prejudice. The fact that the po¬ 
lice felt bold enough to batter down the 
doors of a mosque in Lee, West Midlands 
last week, in order to forcibly deport a 
family of Afghan refugees, is indicative 
of the way things have shifted over the 
past year. 

One result of this has been a rise in 
racial tension, as the Blair government 
attacks the working class economically 
with one hand while issuing honeyed 


anti-racist verbiage on the other. In the 
northern cities, meanwhile, the police 
engaged in their own anti-Asian agita¬ 
tion, falsely claiming that a number of 
areas with a mainly Asian population 
were ‘no-go’ areas for whites, and mali¬ 
ciously utilising some unpleasant but 
fundamentally ordinary acts of criminality 
by lumpen Asian youth to argue that 
there was in some way a pattern of racist 
attacks by Asians on white people. On 
one notorious occasion, a well known 
Asian activist and Labour Party NEC 
member, Shahid Malik, was publicly and 
brutally beaten up by police while trying 
to defuse a riot situation - such was the 
bloodlust of the cops who had been sent 
to crack heads as part of the 
scapegoating of the Asian community. 

This was evidently fertile ground for 
anti-immigrant agitation, as the BNP 
showed in winning three councillors in 
the recent local elections in Burnley. Last 
summer, as the BNP’s intervention was 
running in high gear for the general elec¬ 
tion, the Asian youth of Oldham, Burnley 
and subsequently Bradford engaged in 
what were effectively revolts against rac¬ 
ism, fighting for several days at a time with 
militarised cops. The Blair government, 
of course, professes deep antipathy for 
racism of any sort - indeed the entire 
bourgeois establishment, now even in¬ 
cluding the Tories themselves, have over 
the past period manufactured for them¬ 
selves a whole, relatively coherent ide¬ 
ology of official anti-racism. Tory 
politicians these days are even sacked 
for telling racist jokes in their after-din¬ 
ner speeches - not so long ago, you 
would have had to sack the lot. But there 
is one tiling the official ‘anti-racist’ es¬ 
tablishment detests more than racism - 
and that is militant direct action against 
racism; struggle and rebellion by the 
oppressed against racial oppression. 
Hence the Asian youth of Bradford in 
particular are being made an example of. 


with the full blessing of New Labour, of¬ 
ficial ‘anti-racism’ notwithstanding. Simi¬ 
lar show trials are also reportedly in 
preparation in Oldham and Burnley. 

New Labour have sent in a hanging 
judge, Stephen Gullick, to cut a swathe 
through the militant Asian youth of Brad¬ 
ford. According to an article in Tribune 
by Yvonne Ridley, “Of the 270 people 
arrested during the Bradford distur¬ 
bances, 145 were charged with riot, and 
more than 90% were muslims. 

“More than 150, the majority first-time 
offenders, have been dealt with by the 
courts receiving, on average, sentences 
of four years. Comparisons of sentenc¬ 
ing have been made with Belfast, where 
a petrol-bomb-thrower will get a sus¬ 
pended sentence or a fine for a first con¬ 
viction” (July 26). 

Some examples: Istifar Iqbal, sen¬ 
tenced to 11 months for picking up, but 
not throwing, two stones; Asam Latif, 
sentenced to four years and nine months 
for lobbing six stones; Mohammad 
Akram, sentenced to five years for hurl¬ 
ing various missiles; Mohammad Munir, 
sentenced to four years and nine months 
for throwing two stones; and Ashraf 
Hussain, sentenced to four years for 
throwing three stones. What makes 
these sentences all the more draconian 
is the fact that most of the accused were 
teenagers who pleaded guilty on the 
advice of lawyers that they would get less 
severe treatment if they did so and who 
had no criminal record prior to these con¬ 
victions. 

Furthermore, charges of riot must have 
the prior consent of the director of pub¬ 
lic prosecutions before they can be 
brought. This fact, taken together with 
the action of the Labour council in Brad¬ 
ford in awarding Gullick the ‘freedom of 
the city’, clearly indicates direct political 
input - quite likely from Blunkett’s home 
office or even Downing Street itself - in 
these brutal and barbaric sentences. 


Gullick has openly boasted that his 
sentences of individuals are based also 
on the reported actions of people other 
than those actually in the dock, on the 
basis of the doctrine of “common pur¬ 
pose” and their alleged actions “taken 
together”. Local activists have aptly com¬ 
pared this kind of ‘collective guilt’ sen¬ 
tencing to the practices of apartheid 
South Africa, or of the racist judiciary in 
the deep south in the US. 

Indeed, such is the anger of the Asian 
community that they have called in Imran 
Khan and Michael Mansfield QC, both 
reputed socialist civil rights lawyers, to 
help wage a campaign in defence of the 
Asian youth. Local Asian women have 
started the Fair Justice Campaign, aimed 
at overturning the vindictive sentences. 
The campaign has already scored one 
significant partial success, in that the 
sentence of one teenager, 18-year-old 
Imran Ghafoor, has had his sentence cut 
from four years to 18 months. The appeal 
court judge who overturned the original 
sentence, Lord Justice Dyson, explicitly 
noted that, in defiance of human rights 
laws, Gullick had not taken into account 
the defendant’s age when sentencing 
him. 

Thinking legalistically for a moment, 
one can only wonder, given the circum¬ 
stances of this officially acknowledged 
breach of human rights legislation, which 
looks quite likely to be the first of many, 
whether there might be grounds for an 
investigation into a conspiracy to sys¬ 
tematically violate such human rights 
laws originating at the highest level of the 
New Labour administration. In any case, 
while this is not a likely possibility under 
the present capitalist state, such a de¬ 
mand might well have an educational 
function in terms of clarifying for many 
in society the real class nature of the law. 

While socialists should support any 
and all campaigns to deflect the estab¬ 
lishment’s vindictive campaign against 


these victimised youth, we should not 
content ourselves with calling for re¬ 
duced sentences. We should also make 
it clear that fighting against racism is not 
a crime: indeed, it is a heroic and laud¬ 
able act. Rioting is of course not some¬ 
thing that socialists advocate; it often 
has uncontrolled and anti-social as¬ 
pects to it, in terms of injuries to non- 
combatants and the destruction of 
buildings and facilities, which can lead 
to worse deprivation. But nevertheless, 
taking up whatever comes to hand in the 
face of far-right or police provocation 
and victimisation is a legitimate act of 
resistance to fundamentally inhuman 
forces, forces whose ultimate tendency 
is to reduce society to barbarism. The 
youth who took up sticks and stones 
against the far right and their protectors 
in the Labour Party and the local con¬ 
stabulary are not criminals, but victims 
of a defeated struggle against oppres¬ 
sion. We demand that all those jailed be 
freed, all sentences reversed, all charges 
dropped. 

If anything, their real failing was that, 
because they were simply outraged and 
rebellious youth, not connected to a 
real, rooted mass working class move¬ 
ment, they were left comparatively iso¬ 
lated and therefore prey to the state. 
Taking up a physical struggle against 
far-right groups and rampaging cops is 
a job for the workers’ movement itself. 
The formation of workers’ defence 
corps, for instance, to protect vulnerable 
immigrant communities from fascist in¬ 
citement and the police is a task that the 
entire working class will sooner or later 
have to begin. Indeed, if we sit back and 
allow such layers to be victimised in this 
way, sooner or later bosses and their 
frame-up artists will be coming for wider 
layers of our class. 

As the old labour movement tradition 
says, an injury to one is an injury to all • 
Ian Donovan 
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T he decision of the Scottish Social¬ 
ist Party to adopt a ‘no’ position on 
the euro referendum at its special 
conference (Glasgow Caledonian Univer¬ 
sity, June 22 2002) is perfectly logical. 
Presumably the SSP will soon comple¬ 
ment its rotten stance on the euro by 
demanding a Scottish withdrawal from 
tire European Union. After all the SSP is 
a left nationalist formation, bent on break¬ 
ing away from the existing United King¬ 
dom state and achieving Scottish 
independence. That will quickly be 
crowned by the achievement of a trail- 
blazing Scottish socialism - all done, of 
course, under the auspices of a sover¬ 
eign Holyrood parliament. 

SSP leaders are fond of portraying 
Scotland as somehow occupying a privi¬ 
leged position when it comes to the glo¬ 
bal struggle for socialism. They envision 
little Scotland messianically cutting an 
“earth-shattering” reformist path to so¬ 
cialism - marvelling, the workers, youth 
and oppressed of other countries 
thereby gain courage and seek to emu¬ 
late the glorious Scottish model. 

Basically in their schema Scottish na¬ 
tionalism is proletarian. British national¬ 
ism bourgeois. Big business, the rich and 
powerful are “bitterly hostile towards the 
idea of independence”, write Tommy 
Sheridan and Alan McCombes. The 
“cringing” British unionism of Scotland’s 
bankers, landowners and wealthy busi¬ 
nessmen “conforms to a historical pat¬ 
tern” stretching back over 1,000 years (T 
Sheridan and A McCombes Imagine 
Edinburgh 2000, pl78). By contrast the 
call for an independent class state in 
Scotland is linked to the democratic de¬ 
sire amongst ordinary people for control 
over their lives. 

Comrades Sheridan and McCombes 
are at pains to emphasise that they bear 
no ill will towards English people as such. 
Yet they promote the utterly spurious 
notion that because of tire size of Eng¬ 
land’s population - seven times the rest 
of the UK taken together - Scotland’s 
national identity has been “warped and 
distorted" by a “permanent sense of re¬ 
sentment” against its “domineering 
neighbour” (ibid pl84). The break-up of 
the UK would presumably put every¬ 
thing to right - like the break-up of Yugo¬ 
slavia and the USSR. Naturally their 
independent socialist Scotland would 
not be "isolationist”. It would not in¬ 
volve “rebuilding” Hadrian’s Wall or 
quarantining “ourselves from the rest of 
the world” ( ibid pl87). 

Establishing Hadrian’s Wall as the fron¬ 
tier would, of course, mean extending 
Scottish territory southwards and the 
annexation of Northumberland: ie, tracts 
of land which today lie in England. 
Townsfolk in places such as Berwick on 
Tweed, Morpeth and Blyth will presum¬ 
ably welcome with wild cheers and flow¬ 
ery garlands the incoming Scottish 
regiments. Ate these people to be claimed 
as unconscious brother Scots? The Brit¬ 
ish army meanwhile sits on its butt and 
twiddles its fingers. 

Seriously though, whether or not com¬ 
rades Sheridan and McCombes achieve 
a little or greater Scotland is beside the 
point. Then Scotland might want to have 
intercourse with the world, but will the 
world want to have intercourse with their 
Scotland? Castro’s Cuba did not impose 
a trade embargo on the world. But the US 
did impose a trade embargo on Cuba. 
Why would Scotland be any different? 

The ‘tartan revolution’ would not, we 
are assured, suffer Cuba’s isolation and 
grinding poverty or the horrible starva¬ 
tion and wars of intervention witnessed 
in Russia. Scotland will not be “brought 
to its knees” by an American economic 
blockade. Socialist Scotland will be able 
to “stand up” to the forces of global capi¬ 
talism and become air international “sym¬ 
bol of resistance" to economic and social 
injustice (ibid pi89). Bold claims. But is 
it mere braggadocio? 

Apparently Scotland can succeed 
where others before it have failed be¬ 
cause it is “fabulously wealthy”. Scot¬ 
land already has the “material 
foundations” for a “thriving” socialist 


Scottish mists and 


democracy. Besides “long coastlines” 
and a “clean environment”, Scotland has 
a “flourishing” culture and “legions” of 
internationally acclaimed musicians, writ¬ 
ers, actors and film directors. On top of 
these blessings, Scotland has “land, 
water, fish, timber, oil, gas and electricity 
in abundance”. Better still, Scotland has 
a "moderate climate” ( ibid pi 89). While 
a “fully-fledged socialist society" might 
not be possible in Scotland, nonetheless 
a “socialist government” could move in 
that direction by taking control over the 
wealth of the country and using it for the 
common good - oil, gas, electricity, rail¬ 
ways, etc (ibid pi90). 

Frankly this is threadbare and deeply 
worrying stuff. Stalin, for example, used 
to rebuff Trotsky with reference to Rus¬ 
sia’s continental proportions and im¬ 
mense wealth in natural resources. Land, 
oil, forests, gold, a population that stood 
at around 150 million. He did not mention 
the length of the coastline or a “moder¬ 
ate climate”, true. Despite these omis¬ 
sions Stalin boasted in his version of 
Imagine - the second edition of Foun¬ 
dations of Leninism - that Russia had all 
it needed internally. Not to achieve the 
“final and complete victory of socialism" 

- that needed the efforts of other coun¬ 
tries - but enough to “build up a socialist 
society” (JV Stalin Works Vol 6, Moscow 
1953.pl 11). 

As an aside it is worth noting that, gaz¬ 
ing back to the 1920s and 30s, the Social¬ 
ist Workers Party claims as its own 
Trotsky’s thundering tirades against Sta¬ 
lin’s national socialism. Yet the SWP 
maintains a studied diplomatic silence 
when it comes to the SSP’s modern-day 
programme of socialism in one country. 
Apart from a lone article written by Neil 
Davidson and Donny Gluckstein - which 
was commissioned for Frontline No3 - 
journal of the International Socialist 
Movement - there have, as far as I know, 
been no SWP polemics against tire SSP’s 
left nationalism. Not in Socialist Review , 
International Socialism or Socialist 
Worker nor from the Socialist Worker 
platform. Such a position is opportunist. 
Worse, national socialism is effectively 
condoned. Hence Chris Bambery’s pla¬ 
tonic formulation that tire break-up of Brit¬ 
ain would be a welcome blow against 
imperialism - forgetting the equal blow 
against working class unity. Shameful. 

Stalin might have been either cynical 
or naive in 1924. But by 1928-29 he had 
launched an anti-working class, anti¬ 
peasant counterrevolution within the 
revolution. Its name - the first five-year 
plan. Socialism in one country proved to 
be anti-socialism in one country. 

A separate Scotland with a mere five 
million people can hardly be expected to 
play any kind of independent role in 
world politics. If a radical or revolution¬ 
ary Scotland embarked on a separatist 
course which really challenged the power 
of capital and the leading imperialist pow¬ 
ers - not least Britain, the EU and the US 

- what would stop them imposing as¬ 
phyxiating sanctions or organising ar¬ 
mies of intervention, financing a coup 
d' etat or kidnapping first minister Tommy 
Sheridan? Remember Congo, Panama, 
Chile. Even the USSR, a superpower, 
eventually fell. 

Would Whitehall meekly hand over 
North Sea oil and gas to a dangerous 
Sheridan-McCombes government in 
Holyrood? There surely would be end¬ 
less and bitter disputes. Retaliation and 
tit-for-tat counter-retaliation. What about 
other industries which they might care 
to nationalise? Would there be no flight 
of capital? Banking capital can be moved 
anywhere at the speed of light. Would 
there not be deliberate sabotage? Would 
not hundreds of thousands of jobs in 
Scotland be wiped out virtually over- 
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night? Maybe skilled and professional 
labour would flood south. How to keep 
them? The German Democratic Repub¬ 
lic erected watchtowers and a wall. Al¬ 
bania hermetically sealed itself off, Cuba 
relies on a shark-infested ocean. 

What about the military threat? Maybe 
the officer corps in the Scottish regiments 

- who are sworn to loyalty to the crown 

- would mutiny. Maybe Britain would 
invade to aid them. Maybe the US would 
threaten to bomb the new addition to the 
axis of evil. Would not a Sheridan-Mc¬ 
Combes Scotland fmd itself compelled to 
plough precious resources into greatly 
expanding their armed forces and military 
capacity? That requires surplus labour. 
To survive this Scottish socialism would 
have no choice but to discipline and ex¬ 
ploit the working class. The SSP social¬ 
ist liberators thereby find themselves 
turning into then opposites. All the good 
intentions vanish into the mist. 

Quite understandably the SSP pro¬ 
vokes mixed reactions. The SSP has 
drawn into its ranks almost everything 
that is serious on the left in Scotland - 
including in May 2001 the Socialist 
Workers Party. The Committee for a 
Workers’ International - in Scotland led 
by Phil Stott - cannot afford to walk away 
from the SSP in high dudgeon, as Peter 
Taaffe did at the Socialist Alliance’s De¬ 
cember 2001 conference. More than that 
though. From the solid foundations of 
cementing left unity the SSP has confi¬ 
dently forged ahead and won a real hear¬ 
ing from sections of the working class. 
Tommy Sheridan is widely respected and 
admired. Opinion polls show the SSP 
standing at around eight percent, which 
would “translate into as many as seven 
MSPs in next May's Scottish parliamen¬ 
tary elections” (The Guardian July 27 
2002 ). 

The SWP’s John Rees claims that the 
Socialist Alliance in England and Wales 
are just behind in terms of popular stand¬ 
ing and political impact. We are breath¬ 
ing down the SSP’s neck, he says. 
Further gains are inevitable. If only. 

The SWP, as the majority faction in the 
SA, still has an occluded and unambi¬ 
tious fixation. Maintaining the SWP as a 
confessional sect. Meanwhile the SWP 
ensures that the Socialist Alliance is po¬ 
litically becalmed as old Labour in exile - 
though the overwhelming majority of 
comrades are revolutionaries and Marx¬ 
ists - and is denied a paper or any effec¬ 
tive channels of ongoing debate and 
dialogue with the working class. Is it any 
surprise then that in England, Wales and 
Northern Ireland innocent eyes alight 
upon Scotland with envy? And yet there 
is the SSP’s cancerous left nationalism. 

How to explain the paradox? The work¬ 
ing class in Britain and the world over has 
suffered huge defeats over the last two 
decades. It is therefore only to be ex¬ 
pected that separatist tendencies and 
ideas come to the fore - not least as mani¬ 
fested in the SSP and its nationalist pro¬ 
gramme. Despite days of action by rail 
and local government workers and a 


string of left victories in trade union elec¬ 
tions, the class struggle has not galva¬ 
nised millions of minds or set the country 
aflame. Statistics show strikes at their 
lowest level since records began. Social¬ 
ist consciousness barely exists. But dis¬ 
content and resentment ferments and 
bubbles up from below. Under these con¬ 
tradictory circumstances petty national¬ 
ism, separatism and the politics of identity 
can find a ready audience and exert a 
powerful influence. Hope in a hopeless 
world. 

The SSP combines reformism with na¬ 
tionalism. Where the Socialist Alliance, 
as presently constituted, is in danger of 
being left high and dry with the birth of 
the New Labour left, the SSP has ex¬ 
ploited a definite niche in Scottish poli¬ 
tics. Between the Labour Party’s 
monarchical unionism and the SNP’s mo¬ 
narchical nationalism. By carefully posi¬ 
tioning itself in this space the SSP 
leadership has, of course, put itself in a 
position that is completely at odds with 
tire international Marxist tradition. A tra¬ 
dition best represented by Marx, Engels, 
Lenin, Luxemburg and Trotsky. Unflat¬ 
tering though it is, comrades Tommy 
Sheridan. Alan McCombes, Frances 
Curren. Catriona Grant, Murray Smith, 
Cohn Fox, Keef Tomkinson and co surely 
stand in the same national ‘socialist’ 
camp as Joseph Pilsudski and his Polish 
Socialist Party (Polska Partia Socjalisty- 
czna). 

Joseph Pilsudski is not a well know fig¬ 
ure nowadays. But a century ago he 
occupied leading positions in the PSP, a 
party much admired and feted by Euro¬ 
pean progressive and democratic opin¬ 
ion. Pilsudski edited and published its 
illegal paper Robotnik and commanded 
the PSP’s armed fighting units. Formed 
in 1892, the PSP adopted his socialist- 
nationalist programme for the reconsti¬ 
tution of an independent Poland out of 
the German. Austro-Hungarian and Rus¬ 
sian empires (which had between them 
all but finally partitioned Poland out of 
existence at the 1815 Congress of Vi¬ 
enna). 

This was, it is true, exactly in line with 
the strategic outlook expounded by 
Marx and Engels throughout their politi¬ 
cal lives. Tsarist Russia, which held some¬ 
thing like 60% of Polish territory, fomred 
the bulwark of reaction in Europe. Every 
democratic movement, revolutionary 
uprising or liberal settlement faced the 
threat of Russian cannons and muskets. 
That is why Marx and Engels forcibly ad¬ 
vocated a war of liberation. Settling 
scores with tsarist Russia was a “prereq¬ 
uisite” for the European revolution. 

The Polish revolutions of the 18th and 
19th century were directed primarily 
against Russia. On every occasion the 
lead was taken by the Polish nobility, the 
szlachta. In the 16th century this swol¬ 
len class managed to transform Poland 
into air aristocratic republic in which the 
president called himself king. Naturally 
the serfs were ground down and ex¬ 
ploited more or less ruthlessly. As to the 
300,000 nobles - many of whom lived in 
genteel poverty - they acknowledged no 
relations of feudal dependence. No 
Polish noble bowed the knee as anyone’s 
vassal. 

In contrast, the Russian nobility un¬ 
der the tsars were state slaves. At a whim 
the tsar could put them to death and con¬ 
fiscate their estates and property. The 
Polish nobility were determined to avoid 
that particular fate. By 1655 tire Polish 
state had all but ceased to exist. No army 
- the nobility would not countenance 
one. No diplomatic service - the nobility 
would not pay for it. No laws - nobody 
could enforce them. Old Poland stag¬ 
nated and sank into decentralised putre¬ 
faction. 


Sweden, Prussia, Russia and Austria 
fixed upon Poland’s aristocratic anarchy 
as their opportunity. First the central and 
western provinces fell into the hands of 
Sweden, then tire Muscovites occupied 
the east and finally the Cossacks ravaged 
Polish Ukraine and overran Galicia. Dis¬ 
aster was only put off by the return from 
exile of the king. But his fragile central¬ 
ism could not hold. Aristocratic self-in¬ 
terest soon reasserted itself. 

Understandably this aristocratic lib¬ 
erty was perceived of as a dreadful threat 
by the Prussian, Austrian and above all 
the Russian autocracy. Hence by pre¬ 
venting the establishment of a Polish 
absolutism the Polish nobility set them¬ 
selves up as victims, especially of the ris¬ 
ing tsarism in Russia which had emerged 
from the nuclear winter wrought by the 
dreadful Mongol conquests of the mid- 
13 th century. 

Throughout the 17th century the Rus¬ 
sian state systematically strove to gain 
military superiority over the disorganised 
aristocratic anarchy of Poland. In the 
18th there began a series of partitions - 
1772,1793,1795 - and popular rebellions 
and revolutions led by the szlachta. Na¬ 
poleon’s flight from Moscow finished 
Polish statehood for a hundred years. 
The Congress of Vienna to all intents and 
purposes snuffed Poland out of exist¬ 
ence. All that remained was the short¬ 
lived Free State of Krakow. 

But Poland hung on as language, as 
Catholicism and in the imagination. There 
were four full-blown uprisings in the 19th 
century - 1830, 1846, 1848, 1863. Each 
defeat sent a wave of aristocratic revolu¬ 
tionaries fleeing into exile. Here they were 
found fighting in the forefront of every 
revolutionary and progressive cause: 
Italy and Hungary 1848, the American 
civil war, Irish freedom, the Paris Com¬ 
mune of 1871, etc. 

The partitionist powers sought to liq¬ 
uidate the szlachta as a class. Russia in¬ 
corporated the richest aristocrats into its 
nobility. The Russian language was im¬ 
posed along with Russian law. Prussia 
emphasised the creation of a stable bour¬ 
geoisie. The final solution lay in destroy¬ 
ing their economic basis. Serfdom was 
abolished - in Prussian Poland in 1823, in 
Austrian Poland in 1849 and in Russian 
Poland in 1864. That finished the 
szlachta as a social class. 

Poland became in capitalist terms the 
most advanced pail of the Russian em¬ 
pire. Trade unions, formed in the 1870s, 
and socialist groups - crucially the Pro¬ 
letariat Party - briefly flourished in the 
1880s. Interestingly Proletariat took a 
militantly anti-nationalist position. De¬ 
spite their detailed knowledge of the 
opinions of Marx and Engels on Poland 
the leaders of the Proletariat Party - 
Ludwik Warynski, Stanislav Mendelson 
and Szymon Dickstein - favoured revo¬ 
lutionaries in Poland joining their efforts 
with “our Russian brothers” (quoted in 
R Luxemburg The national question 
New York 1976, p65). The Proletariat Party 
established close contacts with the Rus¬ 
sian Narodnik terrorist organisation. Peo¬ 
ple’s Will. They believed that the Polish 
national question was slowly dying and 
Russia now held out the prospect of 
revolution. 

They were only partially right. Aristo¬ 
cratic Poland had become history. The 
peasantry were national, but passive. 
The bourgeoisie had but one interest - 
business. Nevertheless in 1893 the Polish 
Socialist Party came onto the scene. The 
PSP united real layers of the working 
class. Unlike the Proletariat Party it was 
no conspiratorial sect. The PSP tried to 
revive the legacy of Marx and Engels on 
Poland. All the luminaries of European 
socialism were approached to endorse 
the call for the restoration of Poland and 
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Polish independence. Most did. Bebel, 
Kautsky, Bernstein, Guesde, Labriola, 
Hyndman, Eleanor Marx-Aveling. 

However, the PSP got a different recep¬ 
tion from workers in Poland. They had 
taken on board the anti-nationalist out¬ 
look inculcated by the Proletariat Party. 
As a result the PSP had to paint itself in 
internationalist colours and highlight its 
socialist credentials in order secure a mass 
following. 

The PSP sought to organise in, and lib¬ 
erate, not only Russian Poland. The aim 
was to organise all Poles along national¬ 
ist lines and reconstitute Poland out of 
the Russian, German and Austro-Hun¬ 
garian empires. That meant splitting off 
membership from existing multinational 
socialist parties in Germany and Austria. 
Relations became tense and strained. 

Rosa Luxemburg and Julian 
Marchlewski, who were initially PSP 
members, strenuously objected. They 
produced a sophisticated historical 
analysis of Polish society which, al¬ 
though it ran counter to the Marx-Engels 
texts, eventually put the workers’ move¬ 
ment in Poland onto a firm Marxist foot¬ 
ing. 

In 1897 Luxemburg wrote The indus¬ 
trial development of Poland. On the 
basis of such profound studies she came 
to the conclusion that the working class 
must inevitably become the main oppo¬ 
nent of absolutism. Therefore what was 
needed was unity against existing states, 
not the resurrection of ghosts. Marx’s 
slogans on Poland were totally obsolete. 
Luxemburg even boldly ticked him off for 
his positions on Poland back in 1848. 
Nevertheless Marx’s method served ad¬ 
mirably. Marxism, as Luxemburg stressed, 
is no dogma but a living method of in¬ 
vestigation and a revolutionary practice. 

Restoration of Poland was dismissed 
as anachronistic. It was either a hopeless 
utopia or it would be reactionary. Free¬ 
ing Poland had to go hand in hand with 
freeing Russia. Russia “seethed with 
revolution” and could no longer be 
viewed simply as the bulwark of reaction. 
While tsarism decayed, a nascent work¬ 
ing class stirred. Indeed the revolution¬ 
ary explosion Luxemburg expected at 
any moment would blow away both 
tsarism and Polish nationalism. Or so she 
fervently hoped. 

Luxemburg criticised the Proletariat 
Party for its terrorism, its conspiratorial 
methods and lack of a minimum pro¬ 
gramme. Putting forward socialism as the 
only immediate aim, it politically disarmed 
Polish revolutionaries. Democracy and 
overthrowing tsarism would provide the 
bridge for the united Polish and Russian 
proletariat. Having done that, the “com¬ 
bined” working class movement would 
tackle the rule of Polish and Russia capi¬ 
tal (R Luxemburg The national question 
New York 1976, p93). 

But Luxemburg’s main target is the 
PSP. She damns it as social patriotic, na¬ 


tionalist socialist and national socialist. 
Insults all. But accurate. The PSP simply 
contented itself with dryly repeating the 
words of Marx and Engels as a mantra 
and fostering anti-Russian prejudice. No 
serious historical and materialist analy¬ 
sis came from that quarter. Certainly the 
PSP leadership shunned prospect of dis¬ 
ciplined organisational unity with Rus¬ 
sian socialists or coordinated action 
alongside working people in Russia. Fine 
phrases there were aplenty, but the prac¬ 
tice of the PSP was to divide a working 
class that was becoming more and more 
united by capitalist development and 
which together faced a common enemy 
in tsarism. 

Luxemburg did not belittle the national 
oppression suffered by her fellow Poles. 
On the contrary tsarism’s barbaric treat¬ 
ment of the Polish nationality had to be 
ended through joint revolutionary ef¬ 
forts. Nor did she display a nihilistic atti¬ 
tude towards Polish culture. What was 
progressive should be defended and 
enriched by the working class move¬ 
ment. But Luxemburg contemptuously 
dismissed general schemas and calls for 
national breakaways. She did not want 
Alsace-Lorraine separated off from Ger¬ 
many and returned to France. Nor did she 
want the reconstitution of Poland. 

Almost without exception every state 
in Europe had national minorities and 
overlapping populations. Germany, for 
example, contained Danes, Alsatian 
French as well as Poles. The German 
Social Democratic Party organised them 
all, irrespective of nationality. The idea of 
splitting off workers “along nationalist 
lines” was for her an anathema (R Lux¬ 
emburg The national question New York 
1976, p74). Class for revolutionary social¬ 
ists is primary and organising against the 
existing state the first duty. 

Luxemburg and Marchlewski split 
from the PSP in 1893 in protest against 
its programme. They rightly refused to 
serve a life sentence as a loyal opposi¬ 
tion within a nationalist prison house. No 
matter how small in number, revolution¬ 
ary Marxists could directly address the 
advanced sections of the working class. 
They sponsored the formation of the 
Social Democracy of the Kingdom of 
Poland (later expanded, with the merger 
of the Lithuanian group led by Felix 
Dzerzhinsky). The title of their party in¬ 
dicated that they would organise only in 
Russian Poland (the Congress King¬ 
dom). Whereas the PSP aimed to recon¬ 
stitute Poland out of three empires, the 
SDKPiL had no interest in redrawing 
borders. 

The SDKPiL only formed because 
there was in the early 1880s no working 
class party covering the tsarist empire. 
And when it did come into existence as 
the Russian Social Democratic Labour 
Party, it proved hard to consummate 
unity. The first attempt to establish the 
RSDLP in 1898 ended in a fiasco and the 


arrest of the new elected central commit¬ 
tee. The second attempt, under the aus¬ 
pices of Iskra in 1902-03, produced a 
central leadership and then an instant 
cleavage between the minority 
(Menshevik) and the majority (Bolshe¬ 
vik) factions. When reunification did 
eventually occur in 1906, it proved frag¬ 
ile and fleeting. Nevertheless the SDKPiL 
joined the party of Lenin, Martov, 
Plekhanov, Trotsky and others in Rus¬ 
sia - on the principled basis of ‘one state, 
one party’. 

Luxemburg herself explained this el¬ 
ementary principle. With the First Inter¬ 
national Marx and Engels mainly had to 
make do with sects. Their aim was to 
unite the British trade unions and Char¬ 
tists with European revolutionaries or¬ 
ganised under leaders such as Pierre 
Proudhon, Auguste Blanqui and Mikhail 
Bakunin. They had groups - smaller or 
larger - scattered throughout the Ger¬ 
manic, Latin and Slav countries. So in 
tiny Switzerland there might at any one 
time be three or four separate and com¬ 
peting branches of the International 
Workingman’s Association. However, 
the Second International represented a 
big step forward. Under its banner were 
gathered class parties. The Second In¬ 
ternational therefore promoted the idea 
of unity within and against the existing 
state (a position carried on and taken to 
a higher level by the Third International 
of Lenin, Trotsky and Zinoviev in 1919). 

It cannot be denied that in opposition 
to PSP nationalism Luxemburg over¬ 
stated her case. Famously she threw out 
the slogan of national self-determination 
along with the nationalist bathwater. Self- 
determination was impossible under capi¬ 
talism, she argued, and undesirable 
under socialism. Neither being hue, Lux¬ 
emburg deserved the stinging rebukes 
she received from Lenin. 

Lenin stood by the right of Poland to 
secede. But, alongside Luxemburg, he 
argued strongly for the voluntary unity 
of Polish and Russian workers. In point 
of fact he insisted on unity as a principle 
time and time again. Eg, we find Lenin 
typically writing - in 1916 - that socialists 
in the “oppressed nation must, in particu¬ 
lar, defend and implement the full and 
unconditional unity, including organisa¬ 
tional unity, of the workers of the op¬ 
pressed nation and the oppressor 
nation” (VI Lenin CW Vol 22 Moscow 
1977, pl48). Comrades Sheridan and 
McCombes, take note.. .and for that mat¬ 
ter the Socialist Worker platform too. 

So, despite the nuanced theoretical 
disputes between Lenin and Luxemburg, 
they were agreed on what counted in 
practice - that objective conditions de¬ 
manded the unity of workers - Russians, 
Ukrainians, Georgians, Estonians, Letts, 
Poles, etc, - in the battle to overthrow the 
common enemy, the tsarist state. 
Pilsudski, in contrast, wanted the inde¬ 
pendence of Poland and the independ¬ 
ence of the PSP from the Russian 
“imperialist’’ revolutionaries (JK 
Pilsudski Memories of a revolutionary 
and soldier London 1931, p32). Lenin 
was consequently loath to regard the 
PSP as a “genuine” socialist party (VI 
Lenin CW Vol 6 Moscow 1977, p458). 
Quite right. 

Suffice to say, most national socialists 
within the SSP leadership, knowing the 
ABC of European history, prefer not to 
be identified with Pilsudski - who in 1926 
led a fascistic colonel’s coup. Instead 
they have turned to other, more accept¬ 
able, iconic figures. Recently the images 
of John Maclean and Che Guevara have 
graced SSP conferences, rallies and meet¬ 
ings. Eclectic poverty. Neither of them 
produced anything of significance theo¬ 
retically. And, though both Maclean and 
Guevara were brave and fearless revolu¬ 


tionaries, they wandered far and wide 
from the basic principles of Marxism. 
Maclean refused to join the CPGB when 
it was formed, convinced that British gov¬ 
ernment secret agents provided the fi¬ 
nances. Instead he founded a short-lived 
left nationalist sectlet. As for Guevara, his 
politics owe more to Maoism than Marx¬ 
ism. 

Nevertheless I have come across one 
or two honest national socialists in the 
SSP who are prepared to defend 
Pilsudski and the PSP against Lenin and 
Luxemburg. Allan Armstrong of the Re¬ 
publican Communist Network - an offi¬ 
cially recognised SSP platform - comes 
to mind. In a hard-hitting polemic against 
the CPGB he argued that Lenin and Lux¬ 
emburg should have carried out Pilsud- 
ski’s programme of breaking up the 
Russian empire. Comrade Armstrong is 
positively committed to nationalism; he 
welcomes the division of people into 
nations and, unlike most Marxists, is 
convinced that nationalities and nations 
will flourish under communism. So he is 
being perfectly consistent. 

Not surprisingly comrade Armstrong 
believes that Lenin's and Luxemburg’s 
"political formulations” “failed” and that 
this was “only too clear in the case of 
Poland”. It was Lenin and Luxemburg, 
needless to say, who were responsible 
for handing the struggle for self-determi¬ 
nation “to Pilsudski’s ‘national socialists’ 
on a plate” (A Armstrong Fight for the 
right to party , Edinburgh nd, p24). 

As an aside, by then very nature nei¬ 
ther the SSP nor any of its national so¬ 
cialist platforms care to admit that 
advocating self-determination does not 
stand in contradiction to calling for unity. 
The revolutionary unity of the workers 
against the existing state requires, for its 
fulfilment, taking the lead in the struggle 
against oppression in all forms, not least 
national oppression or inequality. 

The CPGB calls upon the working 
class in Britain to support the right of 
Scotland and Wales to self-determina¬ 
tion, up to and including independence. 
That is embodied in the fight for a fed¬ 
eral republic, something which is in our 
view the best way to cement the closest 
unity of workers under present circum¬ 
stances. The CPGB therefore makes no 
apology for not advocating tine break-up 
of Britain. We are perfectly consistent. 
Supporting a right does not mean one is 
agnostic about how that right is used. 

For example, communists support the 
democratic right to form protest groups. 
But that does not commit us to support¬ 
ing every such organisation. Nor does it 
prevent us from opposing and campaign¬ 
ing against the formation of a new pro¬ 
test group. We recognise the right of 
even reactionaries like Brian Souter to 
promote his outrageous views on homo¬ 
sexuals and clause 28. However, we will 
at the same time fight against the influ¬ 
ence such bigots have over the working 
class and other sections of the popula¬ 
tion. 

But let us pick up our historical thread 
once more. Did the politics of Lenin and 
Luxemburg ‘fail’? I think “the case of 
Poland” proves exactly the opposite. 
Lenin and Luxemburg were, by no 
stretch of the imagination, responsible for 
handing the struggle for self-determina¬ 
tion to Pilsudski and his national social¬ 
ists. It was after all hardly possible for 
them to determine the new geopolitical 
relations that emerged duting and after 
World War I. And it was this carnage, 
which saw the collapse of half of Europe, 
that allowed Pilsudski and his Austrian- 
financed military legions to reconstitute 
Poland in 1919 - as a reactionary bour¬ 
geois state. 

Luxemburg was right. An independ¬ 
ent Poland did nothing for the working 


class. She was also correct to forewarn 
that national socialism would lead those 
workers who followed it to demoralisa¬ 
tion. 

To begin with, the mass of militant 
workers followed the PSP and Pilsudski. 
Unrest in Poland in 1904 resulting from 
the Russo-Japanese war saw member¬ 
ship soar from 4,000 to 40,000. Pilsudski 
travelled to Japan and attempted to con¬ 
clude a military pact with the Mikado. 
Poland would open a second front in 
Japan’s war with Russia. Pilsudski estab¬ 
lished the ‘Militant Organisation’ which 
would lead the uprising. 

The outbreak of the 1905 Russian 
Revolution changed everything. Sepa¬ 
ratism was swept aside. Hostility to the 
“overbearing” Russian neighbours be¬ 
came solidarity. Workers in Warsaw and 
Lodz joined workers in St Petersburg and 
Moscow in the common fight to over¬ 
throw tsarism. 

Working class supporters of the PSP 
willingly looked to the SDKPiL for theo¬ 
retical and practical guidance and enthu¬ 
siastically took up its slogans. The 
SDKPiL grew massively, though it re¬ 
mained smaller than the PSP. Pilsudski. 
however, suffered marginalisation. “The 
pure nationalists, the ‘social patriots’,” 
writes Luxemburg’s outstanding biogra¬ 
pher, “saw with horror their hopes of an 
independent Poland were ebbing away 
as fast as the Russian Revolution was 
advancing” (P Frolich Rosa Luxemburg 
New York 1972, pi 10). 

The official leadership, staying true to 
its nationalist programme, ended up turn¬ 
ing its back on the revolution. The PSP 
split at its 8th Congress in February 1906. 
The leftwing majority abandoned the 
programme of national independence. 
They adopted the substance of the 
SDKPiL programme. Poland should have 
autonomy within a democratic Russia. 

Pilsudski for his part turned towards a 
reliance on physical force on the one 
hand and endless diplomatic dealing on 
the other hand. When the PSP’s 9th 
Congress in November 1906 condemned 
the terroristic activity of Pilsudski’s Mili¬ 
tant Organisation, he and his followers 
indignantly stormed out. They formed a 
separate PSP-Revolutionary Fraction. 
Sheltering under the wing of the Austrian 
state, Pilsudski transformed the Militant 
Organisation into a nucleus of a conven¬ 
tional military formation. It was legally 
recognised as a rifle club and in 1914 the 
Union of Active Resistance (ZWC) 
aligned itself as a self-willed servant to 
German and Austrian imperialism against 
the Russian foe. Austria envisaged a tri¬ 
ple Austrian-Hungarian-Polish crown; 
Germany a 700,000-strong Polish anny to 
hurl against the Russian hordes. 
Pilsudski remained doggedly committed 
to an independent Poland. 

What of Luxemburg? Coming from al¬ 
most nowhere organisationally, Luxem¬ 
burg’s politics had within 12 years 
captured virtually the whole working 
class movement in Poland. In 1918 the 
PSP-Left united with the SDKPiL to form 
the Communist Workers’ Party of Poland 
(as the Communist Party of Poland was 
known till 1925). The party was eventu¬ 
ally banned by Pilsudski. 

Lenin and Luxemburg only "failed” in 
Poland in the sense that the Marx and 
Engels of 1848, who strove for a central¬ 
ised and democratic Greater German re¬ 
public, including Austria, failed. They 
only failed in the sense that the 1871 Paris 
Commune failed and the Bolsheviks’ 
1905 dress rehearsal failed. Doubtless the 
world will witness many more such fail¬ 
ures. But to succeed we must lay hold of 
what is politically right, strong and true: 
the enduring politics of working class 
unity • 

Jack Conrad 
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RELIGION 


Our own bin Ladens 

While A1 Qa’eda and Hamas have featured prominently in the western media, not much is written 
about western fundamentalists. Liz Hoskings seeks to redress the balance 



Billy Graham: the smirk of political Christianity 


I n the context of George W Bush’s 
‘war on terror’ and the Palestinian 
conflict, there has been much talk on 
the left of islamic fundamentalism and 
criticism of its reactionary role in the 
Middle East. While such criticism is 
healthy, I feel it is necessary to look also 
at religion in the west - and our own fun¬ 
damentalists of every shade, who are no 
less reactionary than bin Laden. 

Many people on the left tend to focus 
their anger on capitalist corporations and 
governments. They tend to steer clear of 
religion for fear of offending people who 
cling on to such beliefs. The Socialist 
Workers Party is an example with its tail¬ 
ing of islamic fundamentalism. It should 
be the job of socialists to tell people the 
truth, even if it may be painful at times 
for them. Organised religion - in the west, 
Christianity - although its observance 
may be at an all-time low, is still a power¬ 
ful tool used by the ruhng classes. In fact, 
organised religion in itself has become a 
capitalist business. A serious matter also 
is the fact that we now have so many 
fringe sects that have had a damaging 
effect on individuals. 

Religion often interferes in politics in 
opposition to forces that challenge its 
dogma, but rarely does it question the 
status quo. Religion and politics most 
often go hand in hand. The Church of 
England, for instance, is the biggest land- 
owner in Britain today, regardless of the 
fact that its head is the queen. Before the 
Russian Revolution, the Russian ortho¬ 
dox church constantly preached loyalty 
and obedience to the tsar, and never did 
it question his brutal regime and the op¬ 
pression that went with it. As the Rus¬ 
sian church crowned the tsar, so does the 
Church of England crown British mon- 
archs. And, of course, Anglican bishops 
have seats in the archaic House of Lords. 

After the 1917 revolution, the Vatican 
was tireless in its anti-Soviet rhetoric. 
Communism, as such, was evil because 
it was ‘against god and his church’. Even 
before the October revolution, the church 
openly campaigned against the Keren¬ 
sky government and advocated the res¬ 
toration of the tsar. 

Eugenio Pucelli - or Pius XII, as he was 
officially known - was a vicious anti- 
semite and anti-communist. He signed a 
contract with Mussolini and Hitler 
shortly before World War n. Part of the 
deal was that Mussolini could secrete 
gold for the Nazis in the Vatican bank. 
Along with this went the agreement that 
Hitler could carry out his genocide of the 
jews and the church of Rome would not 
speak out. Pucelli himself wrote some 
nasty slander against the jewish race in 
general. Russian jews, according to 
Pucelli and his followers, were the devil 
incarnate. Much was written about jews 
in Germany and their ‘immorality’. Pucelli 
believed that Hitler, Mussolini and 
Franco were “sent by god to destroy the 
beast that was Russia”. 

Pucelli was a charismatic leader, and 
was hailed as a peacekeeper by every 
western government after the war. Due 
to the secrecy in the Vatican, even the 
liberal Manchester Guardian praised him 
as such. Apologists for Pucelli claim that 
he did speak up against the holocaust 
after it had happened, but that is no con¬ 
solation for the six million jews (along 
with other minorities and leftists) who per¬ 
ished in Hitler’s death camps. There has 
recently been much tension within the 
Roman church due to the faction within 
it calling for the canonisation of Pucelli. 


The current pope, Karol Wotjla, gave 
the Chilean dictator Augusto Pinochet 
a blessing for ‘living a good family life’, 
and mentioned nothing of the atrocities 
committed against opponents of Pinoc¬ 
het’s brutal regime. Despite his romantic 
talk about love for the poor and sympa¬ 
thy for exploited workers, it is clear where 
his heart lies - with the right. One only 
has to heai' his talk about abortion and 
birth control to realise this. He was also a 
strong supporter of the Polish counter¬ 
revolutionary union, Solidamosc, which 
accepted money from both the CIA and 
the Vatican. 

There has been debate within the left 
about the trade union authenticity of Soli- 
darnosc, partly due to the dubious 
sources it accepted money from and also 
because its programme was explicitly in 
favour of capitalist restoration. It began 
as an organic movement of the working 
class, but was quickly hijacked by reac¬ 
tionary forces, the Vatican being one of 
them. Since the collapse of Stalinism the 
working class in Poland have lost all faith 
in Walesa, the leader of Solidamosc, as 
he has since proved his rightwing cre¬ 
dentials. 

The Vatican has often interfered in Ital¬ 
ian politics. It started a campaign to ban 
abortion, but the campaign failed after a 
public outcry. Due to its sexual prudery, 
it also attempted to ban topless sunbath¬ 
ing on Italian beaches. Along with this 
goes its dealings with the sinister right- 
wing Opus Dei lodge and the mafia, who, 
it has been speculated, were involved in 


the assassination of John Paul I, a liberal 
pontiff who asked to see the books of 
the Vatican bank. Religious observance 
in Italy is cmrently at an all-time low. 

The Republic of Ireland has the high¬ 
est level of church-going in the whole of 
Europe. Abortion is illegal in Ireland, and 
there have been many pro-abortion pro¬ 
tests. The Irish state does not deny its 
clerical nature. The catholic church in 
England also supports the misogynist 
Spue organisation that seeks to make 
abortion illegal in England. It has also 
been one of the most rampant opponents 
of sex education in schools and the pro¬ 
vision of contraception to under-16s. On 
one occasion it led an anti-contraceptive 
demo outside a Boots chemist. The pro¬ 
test was thwarted by a counter-demo led 
by the SWP. 

In the US, protestantism is the major¬ 
ity religion, with Catholicism a close sec¬ 
ond. Fundamentalist protestantism is rife 
in the US, with its TV channels and bi- 
ble-bashing missionaries, who are no 
doubt a tool of US imperialism. The 
southern Baptists send out more mis¬ 
sionaries than any other American 
church. They are based in the ‘bible belt’ 
of Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia and 
Louisiana. Needless to say, they are pro- 
free market and are nationalistic not only 
about the United States, but also the 
states of the former confederacy of the 
south. They make a fortune from prey¬ 
ing on vulnerable people, and many gul¬ 
lible Americans often fall for their 
propaganda. 


Their message is in a sense racist. 
They are paranoid anti-catholics and 
some truly believe the Roman pontiff to 
be the antichrist. Others believe that the 
antichrist will be a European politician of 
Roman descent. Hence, this is a local 
form of Pucelli’s philosophy. It is Europe, 
and not Russia any more, that will be “the 
beast”. One could come to the conclu¬ 
sion that this type of thought exposes 
the rivalry between US and European im¬ 
perialism. Fanatical American nationalists 
may well use religion in order to preserve 
the interests of their own empire, while 
finding a common scapegoat, as is al¬ 
ways the case. 

A lot of this twisted thought they base 
on their own interpretation of the Book 
of Revelations. Many believe that the 
apocalypse will hit Rome first, as it is Rome 
that is to blame for all the world’s prob¬ 
lems. They certainly would not get a 
good reception if they went and preached 
that kind of rhetoric to an average Ital¬ 
ian. 

It is worth mentioning the role of the 
religious right in the US establishment. 
They are notorious for attempting to ban 
‘unsuitable’ textbooks and calling for col¬ 
lective worship in schools, along with de¬ 
manding state-funded schools teach 
their wacky doctrine of creation ‘ science ’. 
They fanatically oppose sex education 
and abortion, and some extremists have 
even murdered doctors who have per¬ 
formed terminations. Yet the religious 
right plays a significant part in the Bush 
administration, and the placing of the no¬ 
torious rightwinger John Ashcroft within 
the government has been a cause for 
concern for many Americans. 

In his attack on welfare Bush has en¬ 
couraged religious organisations to pro¬ 
vide poor relief in order to ease the 
‘burden’ on the state, so that Bush will 
have greater funds for the ‘war on ter¬ 
ror’ , which is, in reality, a war on the work¬ 
ing class, minorities and oppressed 
nations. The fundamentalist preacher, 
Billy Graham, gave US troops god’s 
blessing before they embarked on their 
mission in Afghanistan. 

However, elements within the religious 
right seemed to form a bizarre alliance with 
bin Laden in regards to the September 
11 attacks. They agree that the cause of 
the attack was the ‘secularisation’ of 
America and women’s rights. The de¬ 
struction of the twin towers and the lives 
of those within them was indeed the ex¬ 
pression of the wrath of god, who wished 
to take his vengeance on a disobedient 
nation - or the ‘infidel’, as A1 Qa’eda 
would put it. 

Although segregation has been 
banned by the US government, in the 
south there remain ‘black churches’ and 
‘white churches’. Also you have the 
‘Christian’ identity movement, which 
openly admires Hitler, claims that jews are 
‘the descendants of Satan’ and wishes 
to ethnically cleanse America not only 
of jews, but also of blacks and other mi¬ 
norities. One ‘minister’ even remarked 
that Aids is a gift from god, as it has hit 
Africans and gays hardest. 

Smaller sects have not only wrecked 
the lives of individuals, but have also 
been party to terror against the working 
class and the left. A notorious example 
is the South Korean millionaire Sun 
Myung Moon and his Unification 
Church, commonly known as 
‘Moonies’. As well as gaining a foothold 
within the US establishment. Moon also 
collaborated with fascists, started a right¬ 


wing media monopoly in parts of Latin 
America, and also collaborated with se¬ 
cret police and rightwing death squads 
in the region. This was to fulfil his pledge 
to the White House that Latin America 
would be the ‘graveyard of communism’. 
As indeed it was for many leftists. The 
Mormons, another fringe sect, made an 
alliance with the Moonies in the name of 
anti-communism. 

Tradition, Family, Property is a small 
pressure group within the Roman catho¬ 
lic church. It prides itself on being “the 
largest anti-communist and anti-social¬ 
ist group in the world”. It is openly rac¬ 
ist, as it opposes immigration due to the 
fact that immigrants “strip western na¬ 
tions of their identity”, and, as one would 
guess, it not only opposes birth control 
and abortion, but also mixed sex educa¬ 
tion. 

This is not to say that there are not rela¬ 
tively progressive strands within Chris¬ 
tianity as a whole. Liberation theology 
in Latin America would be one such ex¬ 
ample, but ministers of this doctrine are 
afraid to go too far lest they incur the 
wrath of Rome. One liberation priest in 
Sri Lanka was excommunicated from the 
church a few years back for offering a 
new interpretation of the life of Jesus and 
expressing doubt concerning certain 
church dogmas. 

The catholic charity Cafod is worthy 
of admiration. They work in the third 
world and help peasants with material 
needs without imposing Christianity 
upon them. They take a step forward by 
looking into the political reasons behind 
poverty and oppression, especially in 
Latin America, thus daring to take on the 
state itself. Such behaviour is far more 
reminiscent of Jesus of Nazareth and the 
early Christians than is the Vatican. 

We should also remember that many 
religious believers, even priests, have ex¬ 
pressed wishes to join socialist and com¬ 
munist parties and have at times done so. 
A communist party should not prevent 
religious believers from joining and nei¬ 
ther should it ridicule the sentiments of 
these people. While Marxism is indeed 
incompatible as a philosophy with reli¬ 
gious belief, atheism cannot be forced 
onto people. We can only win people 
from religious ideas by persuasion and 
not by coercion, as Lenin himself ex¬ 
pressed. Personally I find militant and 
dogmatic atheists just as annoying as 
bible-bashers in many respects! 

To conclude, I would call on the left 
not to try to echo the islamophobia of the 
western bourgeoisie, and remember that 
the main enemy is at home. While we 
should oppose islamic fundamentalism 
and express solidarity with progressive 
movements in the Middle East that chal¬ 
lenge it, we should not for one moment 
forget our own bin Ladens. We should 
treat islam in the same way we would treat 
Christianity, without ignoring its progres¬ 
sive and modernising elements (there are 
liberal strands within islam, as with Chris¬ 
tianity), while making no concessions to 
fundamentalism of any kind. 

We should not forget the ideological 
defeat that socialism and Marxism have 
suffered due to the collapse of the USSR 
and its satellites, and should not be sur¬ 
prised that sections of the working class 
look elsewhere. We will not win these 
people by simply attacking them, but by 
finding a way to engage with them, at the 
same time exposing fundamentalism - 
Christian or islamic - as the force for reac¬ 
tion that it is • 
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Tories 


What next for the 
Conservatives? 


his has been a bad fortnight for the 
Conservative Party.” 

Who can argue with David 
Davis, a contender in last year’s leadership 
election who eventually threw his weight be¬ 
hind Iain Duncan Smith and was rewarded 
with the chairmanship of the party, a post from 
which he has now humiliatingly been ejected 
after just 10 months? 

Davis gave public voice to his bitterness in 
a whingeing statement about a “cowardly 
campaign of character assassination” 
founded on a “tissue of lies” that had led to 
what at this stage looks like his political de¬ 
mise (The Daily Telegraph July 29). However, 
rather than retreat to the backbenches and 
there nurse his slender majority of just 1,903 
votes in the Haltemprice and Howden con¬ 
stituency, he has agreed to accept the mean¬ 
ingless post of shadow secretary of state for 
the office of deputy prime minister. Gone are 
the chauffeur-driven car and the plush offices 
in Smith Square. Ahead lies a series of futile 
parliamentary jousts with ‘two jags’ Prescott, 
another duffer, but one who at least rejoices 
in the title of deputy, a role pointedly denied 
to Davis in the Tory reshuffle. 

How long Davis can hope or even wish to 
survive in his new job is open to question. 
Having implicitly accused his own leader of 
treacherously heeding the calumnies of a 
bunch of back-stabbing conspirators in cen¬ 
tral office, Davis unconvincingly says that, “It 
is time to draw a line under the events of the 
last week” - as if the whole sorry fiasco can 
quietly be forgotten. His position looks crass 
and untenable. Arrogant, ambitious, lazy, dis¬ 
loyal, stubbornly resistant to such obviously 
necessary changes as giving the party a 
broader appeal by cultivating a caring and 
inclusive image - these were just some of the 
charges levelled at him by the whispering 
campaign which enlivened the dog days just 
before the summer recess and the onset of the 
silly season. 

The one scant comfort that the party can 
perhaps take from this episode is that outside 
the incestuous corridors of Westminster and 
the editorial rooms of political scribblers on 
the broadsheets, hardly anybody can have 
noticed what was going on, and even those 
who did could not give a twopenny damn. 
After all, who actually cares? 

Alright, the anonymous men in grey suits 
have shown that, from their clubland arm¬ 
chairs, they can still engineer a ruthless politi¬ 
cal assassination, but what they have also 
demonstrated, to anyone who has an eye for 
it, is that, far from being a party remotely fit to 
form a government, the Conservatives are not 
yet even a credible opposition. So much was 
actually obvious already. 

The Tories’ problem is not that they are 
beset by factional infighting between modern¬ 
isers and traditionalists; nor that the top of the 
party is riven by the rivalries and conflicting 
ambitions of those who would hope to suc¬ 
ceed Duncan Smith when (rather than if) he 
fails to deliver at the next election; nor, for that 
matter, the fact that the Tories' Harrogate 
relaunch earlier this year signally faded to pro¬ 
duce any concrete improvement in their stand¬ 
ing (see Weekly Worker March 28). 

No. The Tories’ real problem is that they are 
fast becoming an irrelevance, a party with no 
programme, no strategy, not even an identity, 
and that they patently have not got a clue 
what to do about all this. Davis was no more 
than a hapless scapegoat for this lamentable 
failure. He will not be the last. 

What can be said about Theresa May, the 
erstwhile shadow secretary of state for trans¬ 
port and now Davis’s anointed successor? A 
little over five years ago she was not even an 
MP. Trawl through your press clippings and 
you will find that she is primarily best known 
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Theresa May 


for her shoes; secondly for the fact that she 
supposedly played a role in the downfall of 
Stephen Byers, which is nonsense. After 
Railtrack and his other failures, Byers was a 
political corpse. Everyone knew that it was 
only a matter of time before the stench of 
putrescence would make it essential to remove 
him from the government. But May undoubt¬ 
edly has a number of useful attributes: she is 
a modernising Duncan Smith ultra-loyalist, a 
political lightweight and most importantly, of 
course, a woman. 

Conducting Mrs May like a prize exhibit to 
a press conference on the steps of Central 
Office, Duncan Smith began by saying, “I’m 
in charge” - sounding for all the world like a 
latter-day captain Mainwaring. He then gra¬ 
ciously allowed the lady to utter a few care¬ 
fully scripted words: “I believe that the 
Conservative Party is changing and my ap¬ 
pointment as the first woman chairman sym¬ 
bolises that change.” She went on to tell us 
that, “the Conservative Party is an open, de¬ 
cent and tolerant party”, terms straight out of 
the Portillo/Harrogate lexicon, words just as 
ludicrously incredible now as they were be¬ 
fore. Apparently, she has it in mind to enfold 
“the vulnerable” in her perfumed embrace, so 
watch out. 

It did not seem to occur to May or her be¬ 
loved leader that by stressing the Tories’ revo¬ 
lutionary boldness in choosing a woman as 
their new ‘chairman’ (something of a lapse in 
PC-speak there), she was drawing attention 
to just how far behind the times the party ac¬ 
tually remains. Labour’s front bench is posi¬ 
tively stacked with females, not to mention the 
ranks of ‘Blair’s babes’ who fawningly adorn 
the back benches. 

To digress for a moment, a similar point 
could be made about the curiously coinciden¬ 
tal decision of Alan Duncan, a Tory front- 
bench spokesman on foreign affairs, to reveal 
to the world the fact that he is a homosexual. 
Quelle surprise. The encomia heaped from all 
sides upon a grateful Duncan for his “cour¬ 
age” and “bravery” in finally leaving the closet 
again have much to tell us. Historically, the 
Tory Party has probably had more homosexu¬ 
als in its parliamentary ranks than any other. 
But the golden mles were ‘not in front of the 
voters’ and ‘don’t get caught’. Anybody, like 
poor Ian Harvey, who was caught in flagrante 


delictu committing ‘an act of gross indecency’ 
in St James’s Park with a member of her majes¬ 
ty’s footguards, or the wretched Harvey Proc¬ 
tor, mercilessly set up by a Sunday tabloid, 
was expected to fall on his sword immediately 
and disappear into oblivion. If these things 
are changing, then that can obviously only 
be for the good. 

That the Tories simply must change or risk 
even losing their role as the main party of 
opposition is obvious to all. When the par¬ 
ty’s fortunes were at a low ebb in the middle 
decades of the 19th century, it was reduced 
to being the party of rural England. The same 
- give or take some county and market towns 
in the old heartlands, the more prosperous 
suburbs and the richest metropolitan areas - 
is true today. Since 1992 the Tories have lost 
around five million voters (around 40% of 
what used to be regarded as their core sup¬ 
port). 

Two landslide defeats later, and these vot¬ 
ers show little sign of returning to the fold. 
Although the party’s nominal membership (in 
so far as such things are important) is actu¬ 
ally bigger than Labour’s, its demographic 
profile is woefully narrow: overwhelmingly 
white, comfortably off and entitled to a bus 
pass. No wonder Davis, whatever his inad¬ 
equacies as chairman, was reluctant to try con¬ 
vincing these people of the virtues of 
all-women shortlists or more black/brown 
candidates. Rhetoric at conferences is one 
thing, reality on the ground of middle England 
another. 

Short of simply waiting passively for an eco¬ 
nomic downturn, ideally accompanied by an 
upsurge in industrial unrest and consequent 
mass disillusionment with Labour - which is 
probably all that the majority of the grassroots 
activists, while trying to keep the core vote 
intact, are actually doing - the only alternative, 
inevitably, is to undertake fundamental refoim 
of every aspect of the Conservative Party’s 
life: first and foremost, a clear strategy and pro¬ 
gramme based on a cross-class appeal, but 
also root and branch organisational reform, 
even if this means losing some diehard sup¬ 
porters along the way. Death will be dealing 
with that problem soon anyway, but there is 
no time to wait. 

Ilow to bring the Tory Party back to some¬ 
thing resembling real political life is the ques¬ 
tion that innumerable think tanks have been 
set up to answer. So far they have failed to 
come up with anything more coherent or origi¬ 
nal than the Portillo schema of essentially cre¬ 
ating a sort of New Labour mark n, aping the 
supposedly inclusive and caring values of 
Blairism in an attempt to gamer support from 
much wider strata of society, especially from 
the urban working class and from ethnic mi¬ 
norities. They recognise, as does Blair him¬ 
self, that the public services are Labour’s most 
vulnerable point, but have so far come up with 
not a single comprehensible and workable 
alternative. 

Hardly grounds for any sorrow on our part, 
of course. To see the historically most bitter 
and determined enemies of the working class 
stewing in their own juice is a pleasure, but 
no cause for any complacency. 

For us, it is self-evident that the Tories - or, 
for that matter, Blair’s New Labour neo- 
Thatcherites - have nothing whatever to of¬ 
fer our class, except more oppression and 
misery. Under their rule, working class libera¬ 
tion and self-emancipation are, and always will 
be, out of the question. That is what makes it 
so crucially important to present a viable so¬ 
cialist and democratic alternative to these twin 
enemies of all that we stand for. Life itself de¬ 
mands that we should do everything in our 
power to achieve a single, united party of the 
working class • 

Maurice Bernal 




A PLAN FOR 

MINERS 


’■alisrall^nce 

W 


commune* 

contribution 


Communist 
Party books 


Problems 


Jiick Conrad 


■ Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to 
serve those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in 
revolution, those who preferred compromise with capitalism 
rather than its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the 
USSR from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and 
turns of Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. 
Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. 
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance ac¬ 
tivists. 


£4.95 


■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgruntled minority who de¬ 
serted the CPGB in 1992. 


£4.95 


■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. 


£ 1.00 


■ Towards a Socialist Alliance party 

The CPGB’s latest book argues for the Socialist Alliance to move 
to a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an 
extensive study of history, this work presents the ways and 
means of arriving at that end. 


£7.00 


Buy all 6 books for £23 and save £8.80 

Delivery free within the United Kingdom 


Please send me a copy of: 

Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
A plan for miners □ 

Towards a Socialist Alliance party □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for 
£_ 

Name_ 

Add ress_ 


Email_ 

Please return to CPGB address 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 

Centralism and the SA 


A recent debate on the Socialist Al¬ 
liance discussion e-list around the 
pivotal question of democratic 
centralism has revealed a semi-anarchist 
fear of centralism amongst some sections 
of the SA. 

Independent Dave Parks kicked off 
the debate. He bemoaned the fact that 
the SA supporting organisations vote 
in predetermined blocs at alliance con¬ 
ferences. Dave starts his contribution 
with a rather doubtful (in view of his own 
definition - see below) claim: “I under¬ 
stand theoretical arguments about 
democratic centralism” (SA discussion 
list, July 22). 

However, his key point is this: “The 
sects inteipret democratic centralism as 
meaning full discussion with discipline 
in voting against the enemy. But what 
does this mean for the partyists within 
the SA? As far as I am concerned, mem¬ 
bers of various groups within the SA are 
not the enemy. What is more, workers 
who get involved in conferences who 
see blocs of activists acting as ‘DC’ can¬ 
non fodder, regardless of the merits of 
the debate and the arguments, come 
away feeling they have taken part in 
rigged conferences ... The arguments for 
democratic centralism for the groups 
within the SA become an argument 
against genuine democracy and against 
discipline as a whole of the SA against 
our common enemies.” 

Jim Gilbert drew out the logic of this 
pious nonsense when he wrote that the 
problem was that “the open debate and 
discussion ... of a faction/group of the 
SA ends as soon as a vote is in the off¬ 
ing. Why should it be an issue if after, 
say, the Alliance for Workers’ Liberty, the 
CPGB or the SWP discussed a question 
within their discrete ranks (whether or 
not this was published in the respective 
publication), comrades within these or¬ 
ganisations were to vote according to a 
minority discussion viewpoint rather 
than the majority one?” (SA discussion 
list, July 22). 

Given what faces us in the SA today, 
this is a pernicious idea. It is worrying that 
it seems to have been taken up by a sec¬ 
tion of our organisation. On July 30, the 
Manchester branch of the CPGB passed 
a resolution calling for a free vote at the 
forthcoming SA conference on the euro 
in October. (Leading Manchester com¬ 
rade John Pearson has already antici¬ 
pated this type of anarcho-federalist 
approach in a contribution on an inter¬ 
nal CPGB list, where he defined the duty 
of minorities under democratic centralism 
as the agreement not actively to “dis¬ 
rupt” the actions of the majority). 

Naturally, various sad people have 
latched onto this debate to throw some 
nasty anti-Bolshevik dirt. (Mick Hall - 
idiotically - has suggested that Napoleon, 
Lenin, Stalin, Hitler and Mugabe are prac¬ 
titioners of their various versions of 
‘democratic centralism’. This sort of thing 
washes off easily - shit is water-soluble). 
The essential arguments of the more se¬ 
rious ‘free spirits’ are: 

• That the contemporary SA scene is 
characterised by “conflicting democratic 
centralisms five times over”, not “just 
democratic centralism once". The mutual 
antipathy between “one or the other cen¬ 
tral committee”, each believing it has “a 
monopoly on the truth” effectively pa¬ 
ralyses the project (Dave Osier, SA dis¬ 
cussion list, July 22). 

• That, as a result, a crisis looms in the 
SA. A bold move is required to save the 
project. As John Pearson of Manches¬ 
ter CPGB put it, “We’re in the pressure 
cooker and if we refuse to be cooked, we 
are going to lose it all back to the born- 
again (old) Labourites" (July 22). 

• That the groups hold the key to 
progress - a tacit recognition of the prac¬ 


tical irrelevance of the independents to 
the future development of the project. As 
Dave Parks rather confusingly puts it, 
“Until the groups are prepared to con¬ 
sider such changes in approach, we will 
not have reached the stage of develop¬ 
ment necessary for them to change” (July 
24). 

Firstly, there is a great deal of disin¬ 
genuous nonsense being written here. 
Comrade Osier, for example, knows 
rather better than to dub what exists in 
most organisations in the SA as "demo¬ 
cratic centralism”. Equally dishonestly, 
Dave Parks describes democratic cen¬ 
tralism, as practised by the organisa¬ 
tions, as containing “open discussion 
within a group ” (my emphasis - not 
open, public discussion). Yet he is well 
aware that there is no genuine “open 
discussion” in the Socialist Workers 
Party - the largest group in the SA. Two 
important organisations in the alliance 
do allow public expression of dissent¬ 
ing views - the CPGB and the AWL. 
Squeezing “the groups” together into 
a single undifferentiated lump like this 
is profoundly dishonest. But it does 
seem to reveal that what such comrades 
are allergic to is not simply the existing 
components groups of the SA, but or¬ 
ganisation in general. 

Similarly, comrade Jim Gilbert’s sugges¬ 
tion that disciplined voting in confer¬ 
ences “removes nuance and subtlety 
from plenary sessions” is at best short¬ 
sighted (July 22). If the debate that pre¬ 
ceded a line being set has been open, 
democratic and transparent, then the 
movement as a whole will have had the 
ability to be conversant with the differ¬ 
ences inside an organisation, even as it 
votes in a disciplined way in some con¬ 
ference. 

In effect, these comrades are advocat¬ 
ing liquidationism. They would degrade 
the discipline of the revolutionary party 
to the level of a picket line, a strike or a 
demonstration. 


Both Dave Parks and Jim Gilbert stum¬ 
ble into this desperately wrong position 
through their rather tender concern for 
the sensibilities of minorities. Comrade 
Gilbert finds the idea that the minority 
should be subordinate to the majority 
in “an action” such as “striking, going 
on a demo, or taking on the state or the 
class enemy in any number of ways” 
just about tolerable (ibid). However, 
when it came to “votes in working class 
organisations”, different standards ap¬ 
ply. These “are (or should be) the cul¬ 
mination of a process of discussion and 
therefore part and parcel of the free and 
frank exchange of opinions that demo¬ 
cratic centralism can only encourage, 
not squash”. 

I presume the comrade is talking about 
“working class organisations” such as 
trade unions, cooperatives, campaigns 
or soviets? The implication seems clear 
that in such bodies - in contradiction to 
the practice of the Bolsheviks' history - 
a revolutionary party should not vote in 
a disciplined manner. Presumably all is¬ 
sues should be decided by individual 
‘free votes’? 

Dave Parks demonstrates how the 
morbid sensitivity of an individual 
bruised by a roughing up in some sect in 
his past leads him into essentially reac¬ 
tionary, anti-party positions when he 
writes: “I will not join a group that in¬ 
structs me how to vote all the time”, as 
this means turning “intelligent socialists 
into nothing more than voting machines” 
(July 24). 

Of course, the notion that a revolution¬ 
ary organisation would tell its members 
how to vote “all the time”, reducing them 
to arm-raising dolts, is a diversion. It acts 
as a cover for a form of anarchist 
liquidationism - it allows unity in action 
at the level of a strike or picket - some¬ 
thing the working class itself spontane¬ 
ously achieves. But it would outlaw a 
working class party or trend ever voting 
in a disciplined way in a trade union, a 


conference or a campaign. In effect, it 
would negate the role of a revolutionary 
party altogether. 

Despite Dave Parks’ assurance that “I 
don’t demand the groups dissolve them¬ 
selves”, the call for any SA organisation 
to desist from “voting as a block” under 
present conditions is in effect precisely 
that (ibid). It is a demand that the mem¬ 
bers of organised groups in the SA re¬ 
duce themselves to the same level of 
impotence and confusion as the so- 
called ‘independents’. Communists 
should have nothing to do such reaction¬ 
ary claptrap. 

The debate has revealed that the po¬ 
sition of even the better of the independ¬ 
ents is totally invidious. They can only 
wish away the present circumstances, 
but make no positive contribution to 
overcoming the concrete reality that con¬ 
fronts us - that is, a left dominated by 
sects and sectarianism. In this sense, 
while the majority of the organisations 
that comprise the S A are part of the prob¬ 
lem, they are simultaneously key compo¬ 
nents of the solution. We work for their 
withering away as separate organisa¬ 
tions through the extension of the demo¬ 
cratic structures and remit of SA work. 

This struggle takes the fomi of a fight 
between established, disciplined and 
centralised groups within the Socialist 
Alliance. We do not wistfully demand 
their abolition, as this would be both 
impotent utopianism and reactionary. 

An organisation is a form of mediation 
between theory and practice. The groups 
that litter today’s left are therefore not 
simply fortuitously grouped accidents of 
history. They are also the organisational 
expressions of the programmatic crisis 
that embroiled our movement in the 20th 
century. This is true in both positive and 
negative senses. 

The origins of many are in healthy re¬ 
bellions against the opportunism of ei¬ 
ther the world communist movement or 
official Trotskyism. Yet most atrophied 


into sects and their theoretical insights 
ossified into dogma. Nevertheless, what 
we are dealing widi in this sense is the 
fractured vanguard of the class itself. 
The revolutionary left and the workers it 
influences constitute the advanced lay¬ 
ers of our movement. The notion that 
debate, polemic and intervention 
amongst this layer is not ‘talking to the 
class’ is philistine rubbish. It implies that 
the ‘real’ working class is simply some 
‘dark continent’ out there, while the in¬ 
dividual member of the SWP, AWL or 
Workers Power in front of you is an alien 
of some sort. 

Genuine working class partisans want 
to see that vanguard organised. We want 
to overcome the fragmentation of the 
advanced layer at a higher level, by unit¬ 
ing it into a genuine party-type formation. 
We would fight tooth and nail against 
seeing this layer degraded to the level of 
the lost souls of the so-called SA inde¬ 
pendents. 

Central to the struggle for this higher 
unity is the fight for genuine democratic 
centralism. In contrast to the deliberately 
misleading nonsense from Dave Osier 
that we have “conflicting democratic 
centralisms five times over”, we see the 
SA groups split. On one side we have 
two organisations - the CPGB and the 
AWL - that seek to adhere to the princi¬ 
ple of ‘freedom of debate, unity in action’. 
On the other hand, we have the rest - all, 
to one degree or another, guilty of bu¬ 
reaucratic centralism. 

But the essence of democratic central¬ 
ism is something more than having a rela¬ 
tively ‘nice’ regime in comparison with 
the sects. Democratic centralism is not 
simply a set of prescribed relationships 
between higher and lower committees in 
the party, or rules concerning the rights 
and duties of individual members. It is a 
process by which unity around a revolu¬ 
tionary programme is achieved and de¬ 
fended. Diktat cannot achieve this. In 
truth, the fullest and most open discus¬ 
sion offers the best conditions for win¬ 
ning this unity and with it the ability to 
centralise our activities more completely. 

The CPGB is the most consistent and 
single-minded advocate of centralism in 
the alliance. But we are also the stoutest 
defenders of S A democracy - and not be¬ 
cause democracy is simply a guarantee 
that Tom, Dick or Harry will not be treated 
like they were in the old WRP. 

Centralism made the SA possible. It al¬ 
lowed our ambitious intervention in the 
last general election. It means that talk of 
the possibility of an SA paper is not just 
pointless yak. It means that we have the 
possibility to intervene effectively in the 
trade unions to argue for the democrati- 
sation of the political fund. The fight to 
truly centralise the SA is actually the 
fight for its very survival. 

The Communist Party has decided to 
openly debate the question of democratic 
centralism at its forthcoming Communist 
University, both to draw out potential 
differences in our own ranks and to arm 
comrades with arguments to take on the 
poisonous arguments of those inde¬ 
pendents who identify ‘democratic cen¬ 
tralism'. not the lack of it, as the main 
obstacle in the SA. 

The debate is not a Party action. There 
will be no disciplined majority to be de¬ 
fended. It will be open in front of friends 
and opponents alike. We will tape the 
event and plan to feature reports of the 
discussion and argument in our press 
and elsewhere. We are confidant that, 
rather than impair our ability to democrati¬ 
cally unite for future actions, this robust 
democracy will actually greatly enhance 
it. 

That, comrade ‘free spirits’, is called 
democratic centralism • 

Mark Fischer 


Call for Socialist Alliance paper 

An appeal for a regular Socialist Alliance 
newspaper has been launched by three leading 
members, Dave Church, Marcus Strom and 
Martin Thomas. To add your name to the appeal 
please email: marcus.strom@ntlworld.com 


We, the undersigned, believe that 
the Socialist Alliance must launch a 
regular, campaigning newspaper as 
an urgent priority. This publication 
should: 

• Fight to build the agreed actions of 
theSocialist Alliance, maintain our 
public profile between elections and 
give news, analysis and practical 
guidance to our activists on the 
ground. 

• Reflect the diversity of views in our 
alliance. A Socialist Alliance paper 
must have space for the open 
exchange of ideas, for comradely 
polemic and the presentation of 
minority views. Wherever possible, 
we should afford the right of reply in 
our paper. 

•Strike a balance between agitation 
and propaganda in its pages. 
Working class readers should not be 
patronised or talked down to. Our 
paper must carry longer theoretical 
pieces, as well as snappy, factual, 
socialist reportage. 

If the majority of the SA continues 
to block an official publication, the 
minority should fight for the launch 
of an unofficial paper. 


Additional 

signatories 

Nicola Bent (Streatham) 

Janine Booth (Hackney) 

John Bridge (Camden) 

Alison Brown (Sheffield) 

James Bull (Teesside) 

Peter Burton (SSP) 

Matthew Caygill (Leeds) 

Jane Clarke (Bedfordshire) 

Steve Cooke (Teesside) 

Lawrie Coombs (Teesside) 

Tim Cooper (Nottingham) 

Chris Croome (Teesside) 

James Cunningham ( South Birmingham) 
Mervyn Davies (Colchester) 

Ian Donovan (Southwark) 

Laura Duval (Bedfordshire) 

Pete Edwards (Bedfordshire) 

Mark Ferguson (Bedfordshire) 

Alf Filer (Brent) 

Janice Fowler 

Steve Freeman (Bedfordshire) 

Ray Gaston (Leeds steering committee) 

Darrell Goodliffe (Cambridgeshire) 
Andy Gunton (Streatham) 

Billy Hodson (Teesside) 

Chris Jones (chair, Merseyside) 

Eryk Karas (Bedfordshire) 


Sarah Lawlor (Bedfordshire) 

Terry Liddle (treasurer, Greenwich) 
Lesley Mahmood ( executive committee; 
coordinator, Merseyside) 

Rob Marsden (Leicester) 

Laurie McCauley (North Yorkshire) 
Anne Me Shane (chair, Hackney) 

Sam Metcalf (Nottingham) 

Duncan Morrison (Lewisham) 

Paul Nicholson (Southampton) 

Harry Nugent (Bedfordshire) 

Dave Osier (Islington) 

Dave Parks (Exeter) 

Harry Paterson (Nottinghamshire) 
Mike Perkins (Southampton) 

Peter Pierce (Greenwich) 

Phil Pope (Southampton) 

Charlie Pottins (Brent) 

Peter Radcliff (Nottingham) 

Lee Rock (Waltham Forest) 

Mike Rowley (Oxford) 

Dave Spencer (Coventry) 

Alan Stevens (chair, Greenwich) 

Danny Thompson (Bedfordshire) 

Steve Turner (Bedfordshire) 

Mike Wagstaff (Colchester) 

Geoff Wexler (Cambridgeshire) 

Paul Willoughby (East Kent) 

Jay Woolrich (Leicester) 

Patrick Yarker (Norfolk and Norwich) 
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ISRAEL-PALESTINE 

Whose double 
standards? 

The Alliance for Workers’ Liberty equates the refusal to recognise 
the Israeli nation’s right to exist with anti-semitism. Ian Donovan 
argues that this plays into the hands of the economistic left 


T he AWL’s Clive Bradley descended 
into incoherence in his letter to the 
Weekly Worker (July 18). 

He was attempting to defend his organi¬ 
sation’s strange accusation that the views 
on Israel of the numerically dominant trend 
of the revolutionary left in Britain today, the 
Socialist Workers Party, represents anti¬ 
semitism (ie, anti-jewish racism). One does 
not have to share the SWP’s moralistic view 
of the Israeli working class (as a labour ar¬ 
istocracy incapable of class struggle and of 
uniting with its Arab class brethren in a 
struggle for democracy and socialism) to see 
that the AWL’s polemic in this regard is a 
gift to the SWP leadership. 

This ‘critique’ only helps the SWP tops 
portray those rational political positions 
which the AWL shares with ourselves as 
criticism from the right. In reality, our critique 
of the SWP on the Middle East is from the 
left, from the standpoint of consistent de¬ 
mocracy, not from the standpoint of any 
kind of conciliation with the thoroughly 
anti-democratic, viciously racist and anti¬ 
working class reality of Israel as it currently 
exists. 

Comrade Bradley engages in shallow, 
sectarian self-praise when he asserts that 
our disagreement with the AWL is moti¬ 
vated by some “desperate urge” to “distin¬ 
guish” ourselves from them, some kind of 
attempt to appear “polite and conventional” 
and is therefore a capitulation to the SWP. 
No, comrade, our opposition to the hyper¬ 
bole of your organisation on this question 
is one of principle - we are opposed to idi¬ 
osyncratic deviations from rationality, since 
they undermine the possibility of real po¬ 
litical interaction and principled unity on 
the left. 

This kind of glorying in the substitution 
of abuse for polemic - and the portrayal of 
an aversion to this practice as in some way 
cowardly - is perhaps a remnant of the AWL 
leadership’s once fervent admiration for 
James P Cannon and his methods of politi¬ 
cal leadership. The baleful influence of this 
tradition on the left can be seen when look¬ 
ing at some of the more hysterical and pur¬ 
ist elements of orthodox Trotskyism - we at 
least are trying to build an alternative to 
that. 

Comrade Bradley denies that the AWL 
believes “that the Socialist Workers Party 
or other leftists are ‘outright anti-semites’, 
if by ‘outright’ you mean conscious advo¬ 
cates of pogroms or neo-Hitlerite ideo¬ 
logues”. Presumably, in his view, they are 
only ‘unconscious’ anti-jewish racists. He 
then goes on to regale us with an anecdote 
about an “SWP teacher” who sought to 
project himself as an anti-Zionist in order 
to allegedly combat the anti-semitism of 
some muslirn students in a London school. 
He somewhat unconvincingly declaims 
that, “To compare even the worst crimes of 
‘Zionism’ or the Israeli state with Nazi geno¬ 
cide, however - which is the comparison at 
issue - is both wrong politically and as a 
meaningful comparison. Nothing Israel has 
ever done to the Palestinians is remotely 
comparable to Nazi genocide. That doesn’t 
mean what Israel has done is okay. It means 
that socialists should keep a sense of pro¬ 
portion.” 


latter point could also be said of Nazi Ger¬ 
many itself in 1939, prior to the holocaust. 
Nothing it had done at that point could be 
remotely compared to the outright geno¬ 
cide, the organised attempt to wipe out the 
jewish population, that followed after 1941. 
However, what was reality for the jewish 
population of Germany then, as indeed is 
the case of the Palestinian Arabs living 
under Israeli rule today, is the experience of 
open, systematic, racist oppression, of be¬ 
ing ruled by a state power that by its ac¬ 
tions, the very fabric of its law and practice, 
and often the explicit statements of its rep¬ 
resentatives, makes it quite clear that it be¬ 
lieves that the oppressed population has 
no right to normal citizenship. 

In particular, Israel’s laws on ownership 
of land exclusively by jews, which regularly 
leads to the expropriation from their homes 
of Arab Israeli citizens even now; and the 
existence of the so-called ‘right to return’ 
exclusively for jewish people around the 
world, while Arab victims of ethnic cleans¬ 
ing are barred from the country their fami¬ 
lies still inhabited (and had for centuries) 
within living memory, are explicitly racist 
laws quite comparable with those of Hitler’s 
Germany or its later imitators such as apart¬ 
heid South Africa. There was probably less 
legally sanctioned explicit racism in Italy 
under Mussolini than there is in Israel to¬ 
day. 

This has been the normal practice right 
from the very foundation of Israel in the 
1940s; it is only comparatively recently, 
under the pressure of a rise of a Palestinian 
national movement that was impossible to 
ignore, that Israeli politicians have even 
begun to concede the existence of Pales¬ 
tinians as a people at all. The logic of such 
denial is genocidal, however you dress it 
up. 

Anti-jewish racism among muslims can 
also not be viewed in isolation from the 
bloody actions of the Israel state over five 
decades. It should be noted that there is no 
native racist anti-jewish tradition among 
muslims that such elements can draw on. 
There are harsh expressions about the jew¬ 
ish religion in the Koran, for instance - 
however, the Christian religion gets equally 
severe treatment from Mohammad and his 
allegedly divine mentor - and mere religious 
denunciation in itself does not substitute 
for such a tradition. In order to give expres¬ 
sion to anti-jewish racism Hamas, for in¬ 
stance, has to borrow the Protocols of the 
elders of Zion from the putrid history of east 
European reaction. 

Unfortunately, the Israeli state itself bears 
the chief responsibility for the rise of Hamas 
and islamism among Palestinians - not only 
did they promote and covertly finance 
these organisations in the 1970s and 1980s 
as a means of undermining the secular and 
leftist Palestinian organisations; they also, 
through the policy of the systematic expro¬ 
priation of Arab land in the occupied terri¬ 
tories as well as in Israel proper, have driven 
significant sections of the Arab population 
into their arms in despair. There should be 
no pulling punches about the reactionary 
nature of the islamist organisations and 
their adoption of western anti-jewish rac¬ 
ism - and equally there should be no pull- 


adoption of, and embellishment of, imperial/ 
colonial anti-Arab racism by the founders 
of Israel. 

Our anecdotal SWP teacher, therefore, 
however clumsily he may or may not have 
elucidated his view, may have had at least 
some truth on his side in supposing that 
anti-jewish sentiments among young 
muslims are often related to the actions of 
the Israeli state against Arab muslims, and 
that to combat these sentiments one has to 
demonstrate that socialists are also deter¬ 
mined opponents of such oppression. One 
kind of racism often begets another, and to 
fight it one has to demonstrate that one is 
opposed to all such oppressive creeds. By 
condemning this, comrade Bradley comes 
close to saying that anti-jewish racism is 
uniquely evil, qualitatively worse than, for 
instance, anti-Arab or anti-muslim racism. 
Not so: in my view they are equally vile and 
reactionary. The racism of Begin, for in¬ 
stance, who once described Arabs as 
“beasts who walk on two legs”, is equally 
vile as that of the Nazis who described jews 
as being sub-humans. 

This is why we should also maintain, in 
comrade Bradley’s words, “a sense of pro¬ 
portion”, when making declamations about 
those who, based on a moralistic leftist view 
of the oppressor population, believe that 
Israel, as a “colonial settler state”, has no 
right to exist. This is not uniquely about Is¬ 
rael at all - similar attitudes are widespread 
concerning the Unionist population of 
Northern Ireland. They too are viewed by 
many leftists as a colonial-settler popula¬ 
tion who, by virtue of their undoubted privi¬ 
lege over the nationalist population and 
their equally undoubted extreme chauvin¬ 
ism, forfeit all rights as a community or ar¬ 
guably a semi-nation. But of course, Ulster 
protestants have never been the targets of 
any world historic form of bigotry them¬ 
selves, so any attempt to associate leftists 
who hold this particular moralistic/Irish re¬ 
publican position with any such form of 
bigotry is a non-starter. 

The AWL foolishly attempts to associ¬ 
ate comrades who share this erroneous, but 
clearly leftwing, position, and apply it in an 
exactly analogous manner to the Israel-Pal- 
estine question, with the world-historic, 
foul bigotry of anti-jewish racism. Or, as 
comrade Bradley says, “... their demono¬ 
logical attitude to Israel and ‘Zionism’ 
makes them hostile to most jews, who are 
Zionists, and they take attitudes that 
amount to double standards when it comes 
to jews”. Not really double standards at all 
- they have the same attitude towards Ul¬ 
ster protestants - for the same reasons. 

Anti-semitism is a form of racism, other¬ 
wise it is meaningless as a term. The allega¬ 
tion that the SWP’s erroneous perspective 
is a manifestation of racism is mischievous 
sectarianism and utterly corrosive of the real 
debate that needs to be had with these new 
left moralists. 

It is an idiocy that undermines those ra¬ 
tional positions that we share with the AWL. 
We oppose it not out of concern for ‘po¬ 
liteness’, but for the same reason we op¬ 
pose the symmetrical smear that the AWL 
is some kind of hardened anti-muslim, pro- 
Israeli organisation: for reasons of political 


What we 
fight for 

aOur central aim is the organisation of all communists, revo¬ 
lutionary socialists and politically advanced workers into a 
Communist Party. Without such a party the working class is 
nothing; with it everything. 

■ The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communist Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many leftwing ‘parties’, but in 
reality most are mere confessional sects. Those who disa¬ 
gree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through the fullest, most open debate we 
seek to achieve unity in action and a common world out¬ 
look. As long as they support democratically agreed actions, 
members have the right to form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

■ Communists are committed to building the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance in England and Wales and the Scottish Socialist Party 
into a single revolutionary party. Communists advocate the 
principle, ‘One state, one party’. We oppose every manifes¬ 
tation of sectionalism. 

Communists are internationalists. It is an internationalist 
duty to fight for revolution against the existing state. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state, then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions, a Socialist Alliance of 
the EU and a Communist Party of the EU. 

The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

Communists have no interest apart from the working class 
as a whole. They differ only in recognising the importance 
of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no dogma, 
but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with pol¬ 
lution, exploitation, crisis and war. As a global system 
capitalism can only be superseded globally. All forms of 
nationalist ‘socialism’ are reactionary and anti-working 
class. 

Socialism can never come through parliament. The capi¬ 
talist class will never willingly allow their wealth and power 
to be taken away through a parliamentary vote. They will 
resist, using every means at their disposal. Communists fa¬ 
vour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, Scot¬ 
land and Wales, a federal Ireland and a United States of 
Europe. 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions trans¬ 
formed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 

Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy. 
It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither exploitation of 
person by person, nor wars, classes, countries or nations. 
Communism is general freedom and the real beginning of 
human history. 

a All who accept these principles are urged to join the Com¬ 
munist Party. 
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Serwotka victory 


S ocialist Alliance supporter Mark 
Serwotka has been confirmed as 
Public and Commercial Services 
Union general secretary not only by the 
membership that elected him, but by a 
high court ruling. 

In a hearing on July 31, the court de¬ 
clared that the May 23 decision of the 
PCSU executive committee that outgo¬ 
ing general secretary Barry Reamsbot- 
tom should remain in post was invalid on 
the technical grounds that the EC meet¬ 
ing had not been properly convened. 
The judge did, however, come to the 
same conclusion as the overwhelming 
majority of the union’s members - that 
comrade Serwotka was “validly elected” 
as from June 1. 

Rightwinger Reamsbottom, with the 
behind-the-scenes backing of Millbank, 
had claimed that not only the election, 
but democratic conference decisions 
before and after were invalid because of 
a previous agreement struck between 


that he should remain as joint general sec¬ 
retary of the newly merged union until 
2004, despite never having been elected 
by the membership. Stubborn to the last, 
he told reporters he was considering an 
appeal. 

Comrade Serwotka said: “I was elected 
general secretary on a programme of 
defending PCS members’ jobs, re-estab¬ 
lishing national civil service pay and 
conditions and opposing privatisation. 
PCS will now continue working for high- 
quality public services and improving the 
service that the union provides to mem¬ 
bers and representatives at the work¬ 
place.” 

The result is a setback for New Labour 
and a victory for union democracy. The 
campaign against the Reamsbottom 
coup saw a resurgence in rank and file 
activity, as members mobilised in defence 
of their right to elect accountable union 
leaders • 

Peter Manson 


Crow calls for cross¬ 
union solidarity 


O n Thursday July 25, the opening 
day of the Commonwealth Games, 
the Rail Maritime Transport union organ¬ 
ised a picket of Manchester Piccadilly 
station. Around 100 assembled, with del¬ 
egations from RMT branches in Port¬ 
smouth, London and Scotland. Most 
were from depots across Arriva Trains 
Northern, representing striking conduc¬ 
tors. 

The strike was the latest in a long and 
increasingly bitter pay dispute that has 
seen conductors and other staff take 
nearly three weeks of strike action. Arriva 
has attempted to run as many trains as 
possible, using scab managers to replace 
striking conductors and station staff. In 
particular they have concentrated their 
efforts on the prestigious Transpennine 
Express services between Manchester 
and York. 

They have been able to do this with 
the help of Aslef drivers who are not part 
of the dispute. The immediate remedy to 
this problem - Aslef not crossing RMT 
pickets - has been completely ignored by 
both union leaderships. This has given 
added confidence to Arriva, which has 
continued to up the ante. RMT activists 
have been targeted across the company. 
British Transport Police have been em¬ 
ployed to investigate spurious allega¬ 
tions of harassment of scabs. One 
station rep at Leeds continues to be sus¬ 
pended. 

Manchester Piccadilly Aslef branch 
has tried to break this logjam and has re¬ 
peatedly called on Aslef, in cooperation 
with the RMT, to ask its drivers not to 
cross picket lines. There has predictably 
been little response. Aslef activists have 


therefore been left with little choice but 
to join with their RMT comrades in or¬ 
ganising effective solidarity action them¬ 
selves. 

At a packed post-picket meeting in 
the BRSA club the Aslef branch secre¬ 
tary, speaking from the platform, was 
well received when he said that Man¬ 
chester drivers were sick and tired of 
been used as strike-breakers. He 
pledged that with the support of the 
local RMT branch they would be call¬ 
ing on drivers not to cross the next 
picket at Manchester. He fully realised 
the legal position this would place driv¬ 
ers in, but called on the general secre¬ 
taries of both unions to back them. He 
referred to the decision of the Aslef 
conference to expel BNP members, irre¬ 
spective of the legality of this, and said 
the issue of basic working class solidar¬ 
ity was even more important. 

Bob Crow, the RMT general secretary, 
who was also speaking at the meeting, 
gave his support to the Manchester driv¬ 
ers and promised he would approach his 
counterpart, Mick Rix, with a view to is¬ 
suing a national call. He also castigated 
the sectarian elements in both unions 
who constantly undermine cooperation: 
“I couldn’t care less who said what to 
whom or who did what to whom in the 
past. We need to look to the future and 
fight together as railworkers.” Despite 
some uneasy shuffling from some RMT 
full-timers, this received an enthusiastic 
reception. 

All that is now required is to put the 
talking into concrete action - no easy task, 
but it can be done • 

Michael Farmer 
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